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Cases Reported this Week. 


Attorney-General v. Foran 
Dennis v. A. J. White & Co. 


Skillen, Re. 
Smith, Re. 
Thomas, Re. 


Pyala v. Vaudrey 
Andrew v. Thoimas 





Current Topics. 


Legal Reform. 


In an interesting letter which we print elsewhere Mr. 
Dowp1nG suggests certain legal reforms which ought to be 
taken in hand after the war. They are the reform of land 
transfer, the codification of the law, the amalgamation of the 
courts of superior and inferior jurisdiction, and the abolition 
of the distinction between the two branches of the legal pro- 
fession. These reforms he treats as pressing, on the ground 
that they will lead to economy and dispatch. It may be prema- 
ture to forecast the state of thingsafter the war. Possibly it will 
not be very different financially from the state of things after 
the Napoleonic wars. The vast debt which is being incurred 
is perhaps not greater in proportion to the national resources 
than that of a hundred years ago. The close of that war 
heralded a period of great legal reform, though that, we 
believe, was rather due to the defective condition of the law 
and legal procedure—a condition emphasized by BEnTHAM’s 
onslaught on BLacksTONE’s acquiescence in English law as the 
final word in jurisprudence—than to economic pressure. 


The Probable Effect of the War. 

WE EXPECT it will be the same at the close of the present 
war. The various matters which Mr. Dowp1ne suggests have 
already for a long time been before the profession and the 
public, and the intervention of the war will not materially alter 
the considerations which affect them. Of course, conveyancing 
and land transfer are not going to be left in their present con- 
dition. Lord Hatpane’s Real Property and Conveyancing Bill 
will, presumably, be proceeded with; though we may suggest 
that the scheme might be modified by giving greater weight to 
the views of some eminent conveyancers who think that a more 
thorough alteration of real property law should precede 
conveyancing reform. And it is quite possible that the return 
of peace will see a revived interest in legal reform generally, 
and incidentally in the other matters to which Mr. Dowp1ne 
refers. The amalgamation of the various courts into a single 
system is a matter which has always seemed to us worthy of 
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careful consideration. But codification has not of late years 
been in much favour here, and although, as* Mr. Dowp1ne 
points out, it has been successfully accomplished in certain 
branches of mercantile law, the attempt to extend it to trusts 
proved a failure. As to the fusion of the two branches of the 
profession, that also is a matter which will still have its 
advocates, though so far, we believe, it has made no progress 
with the profession generally. We read frequently in the 
Press that everything after the war is going to be different, 
but we do not share that view. There will be, no doubt, for a 
time economic pressure, but the saving to be effected by any 
legal reform is too slight to be of importance in that respect. 
Legal reform, if it is hastened after the war, will, we imagine, 
be due rather to revived interest in social matters generally 
than to economical considerations. 


Insurance by Trustees against War Risks. 

Tue War Risks (Insurance by Trustees) Bill, which is on 
the point of being passed, removes a doubt which appears to 
have existed as to the power of trustees to insure the trust 
property against war risks. It is not very easy to say how the 
doubt as to the power of trustees to effect this and other 
insurance has arisen. A trustee, it might be thought, is 
bound to exercise the same care as a prudent owner would 
exercise in regard to his own property. But it is settled that 
a trustee is not liable for wilful default in case of omission 
to insure (Bailey v. Gould, 4 Y. & C. 221; Fry v. Fry, 27 
Beav. 144); nor is insurance a ‘‘ necessary expense’’ within 
the meaning of a trust to pay “‘ necessary expenses’’ (Re 
McEacharn, 55 Soxuicrrors’ Journat, 204; 103 L. T. 900). 
A policy of insurance, said Eve, J., in the last case, may be 
a proper expense for a trustee to incur, but it is not a neces- 
sary expense. The Trustee Act, 1893, by section 18, em- 
powers trustees to insure against loss or damage by fire up to 
three-fourths of the value of the property and to pay the 
premiums out of income. This still leaves one-fourth of the 
value at risk, and apparently the power should extend to 
the full value; but the fact of statutory power being given has 
increased the doubt of the power of trustees to insure in the 
absence of express provision, and if their power is in fact. re- 
stricted to the statutory power, it does not extend to insurance 
against war risks. The present measure extends the statutory 
power to war risks, and also, for such risks, corrects the defect 
as to value. The operative clause is as follows :— 

1. The power of a trustee to insure against loss or damage by fire 
under section 18 of the Trustee Act, 1893, shall, during the con- 
tinuance of the present war, include, and shall be deemed as from 
the commencement of the present war to have included, a power to 
insure against war risks up to the full value of the building or 
property insured ; and that section shall apply accordingly with the 
necessary modification of the limit on the amount to be insured. 

In this Act the expression ‘‘ war risks’’ means loss or damage 
attributable to hostile aircraft or to bombardment or to any opera 
tions of war or defence, whether executed by or against the enemy. 


I.V.D, and Minerals. 


Tue House of Lords have dismissed with some severity the 
appeal of the Crown in Attorney-General v. Foran (reported 
elsewhere). The owners of land in Kent were required by notice 
to make a return as to the land under the Finance Act, 1910, 
on Form 4. The notice did not give the thirty days 
allowed by the Act within which to make the return. The 
owners, however, filled up the form. This provided for par- 
ticulars of minerals under the property, and such minerals 
existed, but, since they had never been worked, the form in 
regard to them was left blank. Subsequently the owners 
sold the land for a price which included a substantial sum in 
respect of the minerals, and there was accordingly an apparent 
excess in value over the valuation made under Form 4 without 
taking these into account. The Crown contended that the 
minerals must be taken as having no original value, and hence 
the whole sum obtained for them on the sale was increment 
value and was liable toI.V.D. On the face of it this result is 
clearly inequitable, but Warrincton, J., decided in favour of 
the Crown. The form was, in fact, illegal, as held in Dyson 





v. Attorney-General (1912, 1 Ch. 158); but since the owners 
had filled it up, he held that they had waived this point, and 
though section 23 (2) of the Act of 1910 requires that, for the 
purpose of valuation, minerals shall be treated as a separate 
parcel of land, he held that the return need not be on a separate 
form. On this the language of the subsection seems to some 
extent to support his view, since it provides that, where the 
minerals are not comprised in a mining lease or being worked, 
they shall be treated as having no value as minerals unless the 
owner gives an estimate of their value in his return ; but when 
comprised in a mining lease or being worked, they are to be 
treated as a separate parcel of land. The Court of Appeal, 
however, in a judgment delivered by Joyce, J., held that in 
all cases the minerals were to be treated as a separate parcel of 
land, and the owners were entitled to make a return as to them 
on a proper form and to have a separate valuation. This judg- 
ment has been affirmed by the House of Lords, and thus the 
attempt of the Crown to recover I.V.D. on increment value 
which does not in fact exist is defeated. It appears from the 
deLate on the land duties in the House of Lords on Tuesday 
that the Government regard it as not practicable to suspend the 
operation of the Valuation Office during the war. But it 
should at least be possible to stop such claims as this case shews, 
and also to rectify the injustice revealed by the Lumsden Case. 


The Revolution in Drafting Indictments. 


THE OUTBREAK of war put an end for the time being to the 
late Lord Chancellor’s courageous attempt to reform our 
system of conveyancing. But his successor has seized this 
opportunity to revolutionize the drafting of indictments, and 
to-day there comes into force the system of drafting indict- 
ments in plain language provided by the Indictments Act, 
1915. The change will affect officials more than the 
practising lawyer, for, except in an occasional private prosecu- 
tion of unusual difficulty, the drafting of indictments is now 
the province of clerks to the peace at the quarter sessions, and 
by them it is usually delegated to a subordinate. A legal 
critic in the Times suggests that the Act is ill-digested in 
certain of its parts, and we ourselves suggested flaws in the 
Bill when before Parliament. Curiously enough, the 
complete system of forms set out in the Indictment Rules, 
1915, which are scheduled to the Act, has already been 
amended in the mode provided for by the statute, and we print 
elsewhere these newly-issued amendments. But every critic 
will freely admit that conciseness and simplicity are assisted 
by the new forms. The new form of indictment for murder, 
to take an example, is simply this :—Statement of offence 
Murder. Particulars of offence A. B.'on the day of 
in the County of murdered J.S. A.B. and J. 8. 
have ldng figured in books of criminal law precedents; we do 
not know what name is designated by the former initials, but 
doubtless J. 8. stands for our old friend Jonn Stites. It may 
be added that the new Act, although very sweeping in its 
renovation of the procedure affecting indictments, is only the 
last of many statutes which have gradually got rid of 
antiquated technicalities in our criminal procedure. The 
Criminal Law Act, 1826; the Criminal Procedure Act, 1848; 
the Quarter Sessions Act, 1849; and the Criminal Procedure 
Act, 1851, were all forerunners in principle of the present 
comprehensive statute. 

















The Passing of the Indictment. 


THE op system of indictments has an amusing apologia in 
an article by Judge Parry in the current number of Cornhill. 
He hesitates ‘‘to reveal to sober citizens the true frightful- 
ness of the details of this iconoclastic statute.’’ Everything 
great and consoling in the apparatus of justice, as it appeared 
to the accused, is gone. There is no longer to be a lengthy 
roll of parchment with a hundred counts ringing the changes 
or the various ways in which he may have committed the 
crime, so that haply he may be successfully cornered by one. 
He is no longer to be flattered by the announcement that he 
was ‘‘ moved and seduced by the instigation of the devil.’”’ To 
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Judge Parry himself the mysteries and intricacies of the old in- 
dictment are the basis of many a good story culled from 
early days on the Northern Circuit, and no longer will it be 
possible for counsel to seek strength in the very weakness of 
his counts. “ Really,’’ said Mr. Justice Henn Coins to 
counsel who was trying to make a number of counts good 
under a particular statute, “‘can you point me out a single 
count which charges any offence under the statute?’’ ‘‘ Pos- 
sibly not,’’ replied the learned counsel, ‘‘ but what does your 
Lordship think of the legal effect of all the counts together ? ’’ 
“The literary effect is excellent, Mr. Foarp,’’ said the judge, 
with his sweetest smile, ‘‘but I fear the legal effect is 
nothing.”’ Mr. Foarp, it should be added, was, according 
to Judge Parry, greater at Shakespeare than at law. And, 
indeed, it is Shakespeare who has immortalized the indictment 
as many other things— 


‘This is th’ indictment of the good Lord Hastings ; 
Which in a set hand fairly is engross’d, 
That it may be this day read o’er in Paul’s: 
And mark how well the sequel hangs together : 
Eleven hours I spent to write it over.’’ 


This and the reference to Richard III., act 3, scene vi., we take 
from the learned judge, and his comments on ‘‘ The Passing 
of the Indictment ’’ make very pleasant reading. 


Wages of Enlisted Employes. 


Ir was certain that sooner or later the question would come 
before the courts how far an employer’s promise to pay wages, 
or some part thereof, to an enlisted employé is a legal obliga- 
tion enforceable in the courts. The alleged consideration in 
all such cases is, of course, the employé’s compliance with his 
employer’s implied request to join the forces—as, for in- 
ptance, in the leading case of Shadwell v. Shadwell (1860, 
39C. B. N. S. 150), where a nephew married on the strength of 
his uncle’s premise to provide an income. But the cases rather 
seem to shew that this consideration, based on the legal fiction 
of an implied as distinct from an express request, only exists 
where two concurrent conditions are found—first, that the act 
done is in some special way for the promisor’s benefit, and, 
secondly, that it is in some way to the detriment of the 
promisee. Do these conditions exist where a man serves his 
country and gratifies his consciousness of performing a patriotic 
duty by enlisting? To this the High Court has replied in the 
affirmative in two cases just decided. In Budgett v. Stratford 
Co-operative and Industrial Society (Limited) (Times, 24th 
ult.) the defendant society had passed a resolution that 
married men who joined the Army would receive half-wages and 
reinstatement after the war. The plaintiff took advantage of 
the provision, but, joining the well-paid Mechanical Transport 
Corps, actually improved his pecuniary position by virtue of 
pay and separation allowances. Notwithstanding this, Bray, 
J., held that he was entitled to recover half-wages ; the resolu- 
tion was a continuing offer and enlistment an acceptance of it. 
In Warburton v. Co-operative Wholesale Society (Times, 
29th ult.) the Divisional Court (Lusn and Row art, JJ.) had 
before them a similar case on appeal from a county court; but 
here the promise was one to pay employés in the society’s 
service prior to the war full wages, less Government pay and 
allowances. The plaintiff had been one of the society’s 
employés prior to the war, but some time before it broke out, 
he had met with a temporary accident, for which he received a 
weekly payment from the society, and he did not return to 
work until after the resolution in question. The Court, how- 
ever, held that he could rely on it and recover the promised 


benefit. 


Risks Incidental to Employment, 


Since we wrote on this subject last week the Court of Appeal 
has again overruled a county court judge on the question 
whether or not an accident arises ‘‘ out of ’’ a workman’s 
employment as distinguished from one which merely arises ‘‘ in 
the course’’ of that employment (Read v. Baker, Times, 





March 28). The defendant is a Rochester solicitor, and is 
clerk to the local justices. The plaintiff, one of his clerks, had, 
in the course of his duties, to attend the Petty Sessional House 
at Northfleet, which is ten miles from his employer’s office. He 
went there sometimes by train, sometimes by bicycle, and on 
one of the latter occasions was killed by a motor-car. The 
county court judge awarded statutory compensation to his 
dependants. Very likely his decision was influenced by that 
of the Court of Appeal in Pierce v. Provident Clothing, &c., 
Co. (1911, 1 K. B. 997), where a collector and canvasser to 
an industrial company, killed while riding a bicycle to collect 
moneys for his company, was held entitled to compensation. 
In that case the Court followed the Court of Session’s judg- 
ment in McNeice v. Singer Sewing-Machine (Limited) (1911, 
Sess. Cases, 12). But the Court of Appeal have distinguished 
that case from the present, apparently on the ground that the 
collector’s use of a bicycle was an everyday part of his work 
and essential to its punctual performance, while the similar 
occasional use of one by the solicitor’s clerk was in no way a 
necessary incident of it. In the case of Dennis v. White & Co. 
(reported elsewhere) the Court of Appeal have, under similar 
circumstances, upheld the decision of the county court judge 
refusing compensation, though Sarcant, J., dissented. 


Nuisance and Negligence. 


THE RELATIONSHIP between nuisance and negligence is one of 
the unsettled questions of our jurisprudence, and the Court of 
Appeal had to consider one aspect of it in Hewlett v. Great 
Central Railway Co. (Times, 23rd ult.), where they affirmed 
the judgment of Daruine, J. We noted the facts and argu- 
ments of this case at the time (ante, p. 316), and it is sufficient 
to say that a cab-driver, who had collided with a refuge in the 
street near the defendants’ station, was held entitled to 
recover damages against them, although (1) a private Act in 
1902 had authorized the defendants to leave the refuge in the 
highway, (2) the duty of lighting the streets falls on the local 
authority, not the company, under the Metropolis Manage- 
ment Act, 1855, and (3) the local authority had in fact lighted 
the refuge until recent police regulations compelled them to 
darken the streets. Now, any person who suffers special 
damage from a public nuisance can, of course, recover damages 
in tort, and this obstruction in the street had, prior to the 
private Act, been judicially declared to be a public nuisance. 
But the statute had authorized the nuisance, and thereafter an 
action in tort for special damage accruing from a_ public 
nuisance was clearly not maintainable. But a new ground of 
liability arises, for the owners of the refuge became persons 
authorized by statute to dé an act which may or may not be 
dangerous according as it is done negligently or otherwise. 
Such persons, unlike persons authorized to commit a nuisance 
that must in its nature be dangerous or to commit one at all 
costs, can only do the authorized acts at their peril. In 
Geddis v. Proprietors of Bann Resertoir (3 App. Cas. 430) 
this principle was laid down by the House of Lords and clearly 
stated by Lord BLacksurRN at page 455. ‘‘I think,’’ he said, 
‘« that if by a reasonable exercise of the powers, either given by 
statute to the promoters or which they have at common law, 
the damage could be prevented, it is, within this rule, 
‘negligence’ not to make such reasonable exercise of their 
powers.”’ Acting on the principle thus enunciated, the Court 
of Appeal found that a duty to indicate the existence of the 
refuge rested on the company, though dormant while the street 
was lighted by the local authority, and breach of this duty was 
actionable negligence. 


Signature of Agents. 

A CORRESPONDENT, whose letter we print elsewhere, inquires 
as to the proper way for an agent to sign an instrument by the 
use of the abbreviation “‘p.p.’’ Just as in the case of a power 
of attorney, an agent may sign his own name and state that he 
does so as agent for the principal, or he may sign the principal's 
name and state that the signature is made by himself as agent 
(see Conveyancing Act, 1881, s. 46). Thus if A. B. is the 
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principal and C. D. the agent, the signature is either ‘‘C. D. 
as agent for A. B.,”’ or ‘‘ A. B. by C. D., his agent.’’ The 
latter form may also run A. B. by the agency or procuration 
(per procurationem) of C. Dis and this is shortened into A. B. 
p-p. C. D. (see Reid v. Rigby & Co., 1894, 2 Q. B. 40). But 
it seems that the position of the ‘‘ per pro.’’ is sometimes 
altered, and in Jacobs v. Morris (1902, 1 Ch. 816, at p. 820) 
the form was “‘ per pro. A. B., C. D.,’’ or, withtheactual names 

‘per pro. Jacosps, Hart & Co., Lesiiz Jacoss,’’ LEsLiz 
Jacoss being, of course, the agent. This is ungrammatical, 
but under the circumstances the meaning was clear, ard there 
seems to have been no doubt that it was effectual as an agency 
signature. In fact, both the name of the principal and the 
name of the agent occur, that of the agent being in his own 
handwriting ; and the effect of the words per pro., wherever 
they are placed, is to give notice that the agent signs as such, 
and according to the circumstances he may have a general or 
only a limited authority (Attwood v. Munnings, 7 B. & C. 278, 
283 ; Smith v. M’Guire, 3 H. & N. 554, 560). A signature by 
procuration to a bill of exchange operates as notice of a limited 
authority, and the person taking it must inquire as to its scope 
(Bills of Exchange Act, 1883, s. 25). 


| 
| 
| 


The Comfort of a Barrister’s Chambers. 

Some or those who think of joining the legal profession may 
find the description of Serjeant Snubbins’ chambers in 
** Pickwick ’’ rather depressing. ‘‘ Books of practice, heaps 
of papers and opened letters were scattered over the table 
without any attempt at order or arrangement. The furniture 
of the room was old and rickety, the doors of the bookcase were 
rotting on their hinges, the dust flew from out the carpets in 
little clouds at every step, the blinds were yellow with age and 
dirt’’—a dingy and repulsive picture in which there is no 
reason to suspect that there was the slightest exaggeration. It 
is pleasant to think that the rooms in which the leading counsel 
at the present day receive their clients leave nothing to be 
desired in the matter of cleanliness and comfort, and that they 
are occasionally furnished with some degree of elegance. Mr. 
tuskin, whose devotion to art was unquestionable, could 
require no more. He tells us in his well-known work on 
architecture that it is a law of simple common sense not to 
decorate things belonging to purposes of active and occupied 
life. ‘‘ Wherever you can rest, there decorate; where rest is 
forbidden, so is beauty. You must not mix ornament with 
business, any more than you may mix play with work. Work 
first, and then rest, work first and then gaze; but do not use 
golden ploughshares, nor bind ledgers in enamel.’’ There is 
little fear that in the decoration of chambers in Lincoln’s Inn 
or the Temple these eloquent precepts are likely to be 
disregarded. 


The Bar During the War with Napoleon. 

BARRISTERS WHO complain of attenuated cause lists and the 
dearth of briefs may derive some comfort from a letter of Lord 
CaMPBELL when at the Bar written on Ist February, 1814, 
shortly before the close of the war with Napotzon. It begins, 

We are exceedingly dull this term in Westminster Hall. The 
general decrease of business is quite alarming. We are almost 
as ill off as the watermen who, the Thames being frozen over, 
walk up and down the streets with their oars on their 
shoulders. I have some thought of offering myself to assist 
in shovelling the snow from the streets. At that work I 
should make five shillings a day, which is nearly as much as is 
now produced to me by plying at the bar.”” And yet Mr. 
CampBett at the date of this letter had a good position at the 
Bar. He had recently at the Gloucester Assizes held twenty 
briefs and had made above forty guineas. 





Mr. Runciman has appointed Judge O'Connor to act as conciliator 
on the three points in dispute between the South Wales miners and the 


coalowners. Judge O'Connor is acting at present as arbitrator on 


various questions relating to the position of anthracite workers in the 
South Wales coalfields. 


Conditions of Sale and Costs of 
Concurring Parties. 


Tue Law Society’s Gazette for March contained the Report on 
a case submitted to the Council of the Law Society which 
raised an important question upon conditions of sale. In the 
case of the sale of an estate of some 2,000 acres in numerous 
lots the conditions provided that the conveyance to the pur- 
chaser, and every instrument required for getting in outstand- 
ing interests or completing the vendor’s title, should be pre- 
pared at the purchaser’s expense. The estate was, in fact, 
mortgaged, and was also subject to a jointure term vested in 
trustees. The vendor’s solicitors acted for the jointress and 
her trustees, but not for the mortgagees. Each purchaser was 
required on completion to pay to the vendor’s solicitors for 
perusing the conveyance on behalf of the jointress and her 
trustees a fee varying according to the amount of the purchase 
money from one to three guineas, and each purchaser had to 
pay the mortgagee’s solicitors’ charges for perusing and obtain- 
ing the mortgagee’s execution of the conveyance. In the case 
submitted to the Council of the Law Society the purchase 
money was £235, and the costs payable to the vendor's 
solicitors were £2 2s., and to the mortgagee’s solicitors 
£3 9s. 6d. Solicitors acting for some of the purchasers sub- 
mitted to the Council that the above was not a reasonable 
condition for a vendor to insert; and they also asked whether 
it was one that could be enforced. 

Now the hardship of imposing on a purchaser the costs of 
freeing the vendor’s estate from incumbrances has been 
recognized ever since Kay, J., decided in Re Willett and 
Argenti (33 Soticirors’ Journat, 364; 60 L. T. 735) that 
a condition in the above terms was binding, and imposed on 
the purchaser the costs of the mortgagee’s concurrence. It 
was argued in effect that these were really costs of redemption, 
and that, since the vendor’s contract was to sell the land free 
from incumbrances, he was bound to bear the costs of clearing 
it. Kay, J., described the argument as ingenious and cogent, 
but he declined to accede to it. The terms of his judgment as 
to the land being sold free from incumbrances are not at all 
clear, but he regarded the words of the condition as being too 
wide to be got over. The purchaser had agreed to pay the 
costs of ‘‘ other necessary parties,’”’ and he had to pay the 
mortgagee’s costs. If purchasers would be so foolish as to 
sign such contracts they must, he said, take the consequences. 
The report of the Scale Committee refers to this case, and 
naturally treats it as conclusive of the legality of the con- 
dition; but its reasonableness is another matter, and the 
Committee, referring to the remark of Kay, J., just quoted, 
express the opinion that it was not reasonable in the case sub- 
mitted to them. The mortgage was a single mortgage on the 
whole estate, but the particulars and conditions gave no notice 
that it existed, and, indeed, the reference in the condition to 
‘‘other necessary parties ’’ was followed by “‘ (if any).’’ 

As regards the history of the condition, the Committee 
point out that it is found in substantially the present form in 
the second and subsequent editions of Davidson and 
in the current edition of Key and Elphinstone; but clearly 
it is framed in the interest of vendors rather than with any 
regard to its reasonableness as between vendor and purchaser. 
On the other hand, in Wolstenholme’s Forms and 
Precedents (6th ed., p. 22) the condition inserted for 
ordinary use left the vendor to bear the costs of concurring 
parties, and the stringent condition in Re Willett and 
Argenti (supra) was inserted in a note with the observation 
that, since it might involve the purchaser in great and 
unknown expense, it was unfair and depreciatory, and should 
not be used in ordinary cases. Wolstenholme is now 
incorporated in Prideaux, and the note is repeated ther. 
In Key and Elphinstone it is said that the expenses, “50 
far as they result in a diminution of the purchase price, fall 
ultimately on the vendor,’’ and reference is made to Cholditch 
v. Jones (1896, 1 Ch., p. 46). The remark, if applicable, 1s 4 
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truism, but in Cholditch v. Jones the expense in question was 
the auctioneer’s fee, which the purchaser knew he would have 
to pay. A reference in the conditions to costs of ‘‘ other 
necessary parties (if any) ’’ conveys no such certainty to the 
mind of the purchaser, and the Committee suggest that, in 
fact, the purchase price is not diminished by the condition, 
and that the vendor succeeds in throwing on the purchaser costs 
which, according to Wolstenholme, should be paid by the 
vendor. They add: ‘‘ The insertion of the words ‘if any,’ 
when the vendor knows that no less than three additional 
parties, each entitled to claim separate costs, must join in the 
conveyance to enable the vendor to give a good conveyance is, 
it is submitted, misleading.’’ And they conclude :— 

The Committee adopt the view on the point so well expressed 
by Wolstenholme and (although the form is adopted in some well 
recognized text books) they submit that in cases such as that 
brought under their notice the form suggested by Wolstenholme 
is the fair and reasonable one to adopt, and that, in the long run, 
what is fair and reasonable will prove to be the course which will be 
in the true interests of the vendor. 

Of course, in sales by private contract any attempt to throw 
expenses of this kind on the purchaser is properly resisted (see 
Williams Vendor and Purchaser, 2nd ed., p. 85), and the 
present report shows quite clearly that, under ordinary circum- 
stances, no such attempt should be made in sales by auction, 





Two Interesting Cases on 
Copyright. 


In an action recently brought by Mrs. ELLENoR GLyn for in- 
fringement of the copyright in her novel ‘‘ Three Weeks ”’ by 
the defendants in exhibiting a cinematograph film, “ Pimple’s 
Three Weeks (Without the Option),’’ the defendants denied 
infringement, and contended (inter alia) that their film was 
an original dramatic work, and that they had the right to use 
it. Youncer, J., held that the film did not infringe the copy- 
right in the novel, since so far as ‘there was any similarity be- 
tween the incidents of the novel and the film the latter were 
so altered in effect, feeling and surroundings as not to repro- 
duce the episode in the novel for which the plaintiff was claim- 
ing protection; but he went on to say that this episode was 
“ grossly immoral both in its essence and in its treatment and 
in its tendency,’’ and therefore no copyright existed in it. He 
also said that the film was ‘‘ indescribably vulgar,’’ and that 
it contained ‘“‘indecently offensive’’ incidents which dis 
entitled it to protection in the Court. He dismissed the 
action, but left both the parties to bear their own costs. The 
point of most genera] interest in the case was that the de- 
fendants said that their film was a mere burlesque of the novel, 
and contended that a genuine burlesque of a serious work was 
not an infringement of copyright. Youncer, J., said that it 
was unnecessary, under the circumstances, for him to decide 
this point, but he remarked that no case could be found in 
the Books in which a burlesque, even of a play, had been 
treated as an infringement of copyright. 

Although this question may not have been raised before, 
it is, we think, interesting to consider whether a burlesque 
is an infringement of the copyright in a book or play under 
the Copyright Act, 1911. By section 1 (2) of the Act, copy- 
right means the sole right to produce or reproduce the work 
“or any substantial part thereof in any material form whatso- 
ever,’’ and to perform the work or any substantial part thereof 
in public. This includes the rights (a) to translate; (b) to 
convert a dramatic work into a novel or other non-dramatic 
work ; (c) to convert a novel or other non-dramatic work into 
a dramatic work ; and (d) in the case of a literary, dramatic 
or musical work, to make any contrivance (including a cine 
matograph film) by which the work may be mechanically per- 
formed or delivered. In the case of Corelli vy. Gray (30 
T. L. R. 116), Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said that “the 


form of words in a novel, but to the situations contained in it.’’ 
With regard to a play, Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said in 
another case that it was difficult to understand copyright in a 
mere plot. We think that there cannot be copyright in a 
mere plot. A plot is an idea. It has always been held that 
there cannot be copyright in an idea, but there may be in the 
material embodying an idea ; so that, although there is no copy- 
right in the mere plot of a play, there is copyright in the play 
which embodies the plot, and this covers not only the words, 
but the situations. The question, therefore, whether a bur- 
lesque is an infringement of the copyright in a play or a novel 
depends upon whether it is, or is not, a reproduction ‘‘ in a 
material form ’’ of the work or ‘‘ a substantial part thereof.’’ 
No general rule can, we think, be laid down; it would be an 
issue of fact in each case. If a burlesque reproduces a sub- 
stantial part of the words or the situations, or both, of the 
work, it is an infringement. It is sometimes asserted, as in 
the case under notice, that a burlesque is an original work, 
and therefore is not an infringement of another work. This 
proposition is, we think, too wide. If a burlesque is not an 
infringement of copyright, it is, if the author has produced an 
original result, entitled to be recognized as an original work ; 
but, if a burlesque is an infringement of copyright, it is not 
protected by the fact of its being an original work, 

Another interesting case on the subject of copyright is the 
recent case of Bradbury, Agnew, & Co. v. Day. This was an 
action for infringement of the copyright in certain cartoons 
which appeared in Punch. The infringement complained of 
consisted in reproducing the cartoons in the form of “‘ living 
pictures ’’ or ‘‘ tableaux vivants,’’ to use the older term. The 
facts were somewhat complicated, but it is sufficient for present 
purposes to state that CoLeripGE, J., who tried the action, held 
that one of the living pictures complained of, ‘‘ Desolation,’’ 
was an infringement of the copyright in the Punch cartoon, 
‘‘ The World’s Enemy,’’ and he granted an injunction. The 
interesting point was that the learned Judge laid down that 
under the Copyright Act, 1911, ‘‘ living pictures ’’ were pos- 
sible infringements of the copyright in a picture. In this, we 
think, he was quite right, so that a “living picture’’ will 
infringe, if it reproduces an original picture or any substantial 
part thereof. This alters the previous law under which 
‘‘ living pictures ’’ were, or at any rate were considered to be, 
no infringement of the copyright in an original picture. It 
has been suggested that ‘‘ living pictures’’ cannot be an in- 
fringement of copyright because, under section 7 of the Act, 
all infringing copies of a copyright work are to be deemed to 
be the property of the owner of the copyright, who accord- 
ingly may take proceedings*for the recovery of the possession 
thereof ; and that, as the possession of “‘ living pictures ’’ cannot 
be recovered by the owner of the copyright, ergo they are not 
infringements. This appears to us fallacious. Section 7 is 
an enabling and not. a disabling section. It increases the 
rights of the copyright owner, and doe$ not cut them down to 
cases where recovery of the possession of infringing copies is 
physically possible. Otherwise, not only could a picture be 
copied with impunity by a “‘ living picture,’’ but by a fresco 
on a wall or a ceiling. 











Reviews. 
Indictments. 


ArcHpoLtp on InpictmeNTs: Wit Precepents, &c., CoMPILED 
rrom ArcHBoLp’s PLeapINGs, EvipeNck, AND PRacTICE IN 
Crmmnat Cases. By Henry Detacompe Roome, Barrister-at- 
Law. London: Sweet & Maxwell (Limited); Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 10s. 6d. 

No doubt causes connected with the war prevented the new 
edition of Archbold from appearing at its usual five years interval 
last year ; but the coming into force of the Indictments Act, 1915, 
rendered it essential that jndges, clerks of circuits, and practitioners 
at the criminal bar should not be deprived of that assistance in 





result of the new Act was to give protection, not merely to the 


attaching the new Act to the old law, which one expects from the 
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hands of Archbold’s experienced editor. Mr. Roome assisted the 
late Mr. Fielden Craies in preparing the last edition of Archbold, 
and has since been steadily accumulating materials for the next 
edition, so that he will be well equipped for the task of inter- 
reting the new statute. Allin the twenty-feurth edition of Arch- 
Pold, which is relevant to the form of Indictments, Inquisitions and 
Criminal Informations in the High Court, has been extracted 
for this little work, carefully brought up to date, and intercalated 
with the novel procedure of the recent Tedictnente Act. Greatly 
daring, Mr. Roome ventures to supplement the “simple official pre 
cedents in plain language,” which are a part of thestatute with many 
precedents for common offences, adopted by himself from the older 
forms. So, just as the High Court official forms contain in appen- 
dices to the Rules of the Supreme Court have been in practice supple- 
mented by lengthy private compilations of “ Precedents of Pleading,” 
Mr. Roome evidently anticipates a similar evolution in the direction 
of prolixity and complexity on the part of the new statutory forms in 
criminal pleadings. Shall we say A+sit omen or Adsit omen? Be 
that as it may, Mr. Roome’s little treatise is at once opportune and 
admirable. 





International Law, 


INTERNATIONAL Law Notes: A MontHiy BULLETIN oF MATTERS 
oF INTEREST TO PRACTITIONERS IN PrRivaATE INTERNATIONAL Law. 
Published by International Law Notes (Limited.) March, 1916. 
On sale by Stevens & Sons (Limited) and Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). 9d. 

The March number of this useful publication contains Notes from 
America, France, Holland and Italy, and the articles include a con- 
tinuation of Mr. J. H. Vickery’s account of German law, lawyers, 
and courts; an article by Mr. C. M. Picciotto on the Legality of 
Orders in Council in the Prize Court—a question pending, we believe, 
in The Zamora, now awaiting judgment in the Privy Council- 
and an article on the Statute of Frauds and Contracts relating to 
Foreign Land, by Mr. H. P. Gisborne. It also has a supplement 
containing a selected list, prepared by Mr. Richard King, of English 
Emergency Committees and Commissions. The names of the memkers 
are given, and their scope and functions. Altogether seventeen are 
thus treated, and the information will prove useful to the numerous 
versons who have business within the province of any of these 


vod ies 





Books of the Week. 


rorts,—The Law of Torts : A Treatise on the Principles of Obliga- 
tions arising from Civil Wrongs in the Common Law, to which is 
added the Draft of a Code of Civil Wrongs prepared for the Govern- 
ment of India. By the Right Honourable Sir FrepericK Pottock, 
Bart., D.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. Tenth Edition. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 26a. 

Torts,—An Analysis of Sir Frederick Pollock’s Law of Torts 
for Students. By J. K. Mannoocu, LL.B., Solicitor. Second Edition 
Stevens & Sons (Limited), 

Income Tax.—Guide to the Income Tax. By F. B. Leemina. 
Fifth Edition Revised. Effingham Wilson. 2s. 6d. net. 


5a. 


Correspondence. 


Legal Reform. 
of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


[To the Kdi ol 

Sir,—It seems generally to be agreed that after the war far- 
reaching reforms of every kind will need to be effected tending to 
saving, economy and dispatch. 

As a lawyer, I am convinced that in no direction is sweeping 
and drastic reform more needed than in our legal system, and the 
following are the lines on which it should, I submit, proceed :— 

(1) There must be root and branch amendment of the land laws. 
The present absurd and antiquated method of transferring landed 
property must be abolished, and in its place a simple system of 
registration of title set up, registration being a State guarantee of 
the validity of titles. Such a scheme has to some extent been 
established in London, and where parties have availed themselves 
of it, they have made it possible to transfer land as easily as stocks 
or shares without any investigation of title. In this connection I 
may mention that I have been advised by a well-known Con- 
veyancing Counsel that, where possible, an absolute title should be 
obtained. 

(2) The Laws of England, now forming an immense mass of 





confused and often conflicting authority, ought to be drastically 
amended and scientifically done into a coherent and consistent code 
of law, which should be periodically brought up to date. Several 
branches of Mercantile Law have already been codified with 
uniformly good results to laymen and lawyers alike, and the process 
should he continued. 

(3) The Circuit System, the County Court, and all Courts of 
inferior civil jurisdiction should be abolished, and in their place 
should be set up District Courts of one Court—the High Court of 
Justice—having higher and lower jurisdiction. The latter might 
take the work now done by the County Courts. These District 
Courts should sit regularly and frequently in convenient centres. 
This reform would mean that there would be one set of practice 
rules, instead of the many now in force. As simple a code of 
procedure as possible should be framed, and kept up to date. Court 
fees should be abolished. 

(4) The distinction between the Bar and the Solicitor’s profession 
should be put an end to, and the two legal professions merged. 
All legal practitioners would then have access to the public and 
audience in all the Courts. Such a system obtains in the United 
States and, I believe, in all the Colonies. 

These reforms would, I venture to think, be in every way bene- 
ficial to the public and the legal profession, and an immense saving 
in legal charges would be effected. 

Other legal reforms are urgent, but I must not trespass further 
on your space. 

Artuvur C. Dowpiné. 

14, South-square, Gray’s-inn, March i4. 

[See observations under “ Current Topics.’’—Ep. S../. ] 





The Relief of Belgium. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—Eleven months ago we formed the National Committee for 
Relief in Belgium and appealed to our fellow-subjects throughout 
the British Empire on behalf of a million and a half Belgians, 
oppressed and threatened with starvation in their own outraged 
country. The number of destitute Belgians in Belgium to-day 
exceeds three millions. Most of these are women a children. 

Since we made our previous appeal it has been conclusively 
proved that the Germans, contrary to every civilised precedent, 
will adhere to their “openly expressed intention not to support 
the Belgian population or supply them with food.”” The words 
quoted are these used by Lord Robert Cecil, on behalf of the 
Goverament, in the House of Commons on 27th January last. That 
Lord Robert Cecil does not over-estimate the calculated cruelty of 
the German intention is shewn by the fact that in Poland, where 
there is no neutral channel for the distribution of relief, the 
civilian population have been allowed to die like flies, and over 
300,000 able-bodied Polish men have been driven into Germany, 
there to work in the mines and industries, thus freeing 300,000 
Germans to go to the fighting front. The same thing would un- 
doubtedly happen in Belgium but for food. which reaches the 
Belgians through the Allies. 

It has also been definitely ascertained that the food sent into 
Belgiufn does not reach or benefit the Germans. Lord Robert 
Cecil, on 21st February last, stated in the House of Commons that 
the “Government are ‘satisfied with the manner in which the 
Relief Commission has carried on its work and have exacted 
guarantees from the German authorities who might otherwise have 
taken advantage of the supplies.’’ The confidential evidence of 
Belgians of repute, allowed out of Belgium, and of reliable neutrals, 
permitted into Belgium, confirms this official declaration. The 
neutral Relief Commission, of which Mr. Herbert Hoover 1s 
Chairman, and which is conducted under the supervision of the 
American and Spanish. diplomatic representatives, has been 
accurately described by Earl Curzon as “an absolute miracle of 
scientific organization, synonymous with economy and efficiency 
combined.” Receipts from the 2,700 Belgian Communes shew that 
every ton of food imported into Belgium has been faithfully distri- 
buted by Belgians to Belgians under the clese supervision of this 
Commission and its self-sacrificing American workers. The British 
National Committee, with the approval of the British and Belgian 
Governments, hands all its funds, without any deduction, to Mr. 
Hoover's Commission to be expended in food. Le 

In the conviction that the methods of distributing relief 1 
Belgium render it practically impossible for any appreciable quan- 
tity of the food to get into German hands, and with the evidence 
to justify this conviction, we do not hesitate again urgently to 
appeal to the British nation for further contributions. ped 
original appeal, up to date, has brought in over £1.500,000, bu 
this is almost £1,000,000 short of what is required, from British 
benevolent sources, to enable the destitute of Belgium to maintain 
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life with loyalty. Of the total so far received, more than £1,000,000 
has come from Australia and New Zealand. 

Over seven million defenceless civilians in Belgium, for more 
than a year and a half, have suffered a tyranny almost incon- 
ceivable to those in our own uninvaded land. Nevertheless, they 
have maintained a resistance none the less courageous because it 
must be passive, and, with almost negligible exceptions, they have 
refused te work for the Germans. Practically half of the whole 
of this population in Belgium, through no fault of their own, are 
now destitute and live on a pitiful ration. 

Is there any debt of honour more pressing or any work of 
humanity with a stronger claim than that of helping to keep body 
and soul together in the men, women and children in Belgium, who. 
in spite of misery and privation, endure all things and loyally 
await the coming of the Allies? 

Donations and regular subscriptions, for which we most 
earnestly ask, should be sent to Dominion, Colonial or Loca] Com- 
mittees, wherever they have been formed, or to A. Shirley Benn, 
Esq., M.P., Hon. Treasurer, National Committee for Relief in 
Belgium, Trafalgar-buildings, Trafalgar-square, London. 

Signed, on behalf of the National Committee : 

Craries CHEERS WAKEFIELD, 
Lord Mayor of London, Chairman. 
RANDALL CANTUAR. 
Francis, CARDINAL Bourne. 
Davin Paut, Moderator, Church of Scotland. 
J. H. SuHaxespeare, President, Free Church Council. 
J. H. Hertz, Chief Rabbi. 
NorFOLE. 
LANSDOWNE. 
RoseEBERY. 
Bryce. 
ARTHUR HENDERSON. 
Joun E. RepMonp. 
A. Surrey Benn, Hon. Treasurer. 
W. A. M. Gooner, Hon. Secretary. 

March 30. 

An Official Certificate of Recognition has been granted by the 
Local Government Board to the National Committee for Relief in 
Belgium. 





Signature by Agents. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 
Sir,—Could any of your readers help me to find a case reported 
some ten years ago which decided how a person having a procura- 
tion should sign for his principal? The point is whether the p.p. 
should come before the principal’s or agent’s name. I maintain 
that it should come before the agent’s name, and that was the 


decision which I saw reported. F. W. D. 
March 27. 
[See observations under “Current Topics.”—Ep. S.J. ] 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL v. FORAN. 8th and 10th February ; 
27th March. 

Revenve—Lanp VaLves—VALUATION—INCREMENT VaLvE DvutTy— 
Unworkep Mrnerats Reservep To Owner—Form IV.—Return 
Mape sy Owners as To Lanpn—Omission To Speciry 1x RetuRN— 
Nature oF MINERALS AND Estimate or THerR Capitan VALvE— 
Ricut or Owner TO Maxe Separate Return as TO MINERALS— 
Finance (1909-10) Acr, 1910 (10 Ep. 7, c. 8), ss. 2 (3), 23 (2), 26 (1). 


The owners of a farm let on lease for aterm of years with a reserva- 
tion to the owners of the minerals (the same not being comprised in any 
mining lease or being worked) received a notice from the Commissioners 
of Inland Revenue requiring them to make a return on a form (Form 
IV.) for the purposes of land valuation. The owners duly filled up 
Part I. of the form, but omitted to fill up the space in Part II. headed 
** Additional particulars, which may be given if desired’’ for the 
estimate of the capital value of unworked minerals. The form did not 
purport to treat the minerals as a separate parcel for valuation purposes, 
and a note thereon stated that, unless the owners deacribed and set a 
value on the minerals, their value would be treated as nil on Wth April, 
1909. The minerals having been sold, the Crown claimed increment 
value duty on the sale. 

The Court of Appeal, reversing the decision of Warrington, J., 
held that the minerals being in different occupation to the land, 
and not having been treated as a separate parcel, the form 
requiring the return was invalid: that the return made was not a 
return within section 23 (2) of the Act, and did not bind the owners; 
and, further, that the owners were entitled to make a proper return on a 





proper notice and have a substituted capital value fixed in respect of 
the minerals. T'he Crown appealed. 

Held, after consideration, that the decision of the Court of Appeal 
(reported 59 Soxicrrors’ Journat, 349; 1915, 1 Ch. 703) was right. 
The appeal was wholly without merits, and (the Crown consenting) the 
respondents were to have their costs there and in the Court below. 

Dyson v. Attorney-General (1912, 1 Ch. 158) approved. 

Appeal by the Crown from an order of the Court of Appeal raising 
the question whether by virtue of section 23 (2) of the Finance 
(1909-10) Act, 1910, the minerals under certain lands of the respondent 
were to be treated as having no value (which was not the truth) as 
minerals on 30th April, 1909. The minerals had since been sold, and 
the Inland Revenue Commissioners claimed one-fifth of the proceeds as 
increment value duty without any deduction from the proceeds in 
respect of the value of the minerals on 30th April, 1909, and without 
allowing the respondent to claim a substituted capital value under 
section 2 (3). 

Tue Hovse, 
appeal. 

Lord ATKINSON, in giving judgment, said that the respondents, who, 
as trustees, were the owners of a farm near Dover, had demised the 
land for a term of years with a reservation to the owners of the minerals 
(which were not comprised in any mining lease or being worked at that 
time), received in September, 1910, from the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue a notice requiring them to make a return of the particulars of 
the land for the purposes of ‘‘ Form IV.’’ They accordingly duly filled 
up Part 1 of the form, but omitted to fill up the space in Part 2, 
headed, ‘‘ Additional particulars, which may be given if desired,’’ for 
the estimate of the capital value of unworked minerals. Their 
solicitors wrote to the Commissioners, pointing out that litigation was 
pending as to the validity of these forms, and suggesting they should 
not fill the form up until the point in controversy had been decided. 
That request was not complied with, and the thirty days for giving 
particulars expired. The question was raised in the case of Dyson v. 
Attorney-General (1912, 1 Ch. 158), and it was held that a notice to 
the owner of land to make a return under section 26 (2) of the Finance 
(1909-10) Act, 1910, within less than the thirty days there specified was 
invalid, and imposed no obligation on the owner to do so. The owners, 
in these circumstances, brought the action, claiming (1) a declaration 
that they were not bound by the return made by them on Form IV. so 
far as it related to the minerals; (2) a declaration that they were 
entitled to make a return in respect of the minerals. The Court of 
Appeal were of opinion that the Commissioners were not entitled to 
treat the return made as the return referred to in section 23 (2). Under 
that section all minerals were to be treated as a separate parcel of land, 
but when minerals were not comprised in a mining lease or being 
worked, they were to be treated as having no value as minerals unless 
the owner in his return specified the nature of the minerals and his 
estimate of their capital value. By section 26 (1) the valuation was to 
be made of all land in the United Kingdom, and each piece of land 
under occupation was to be separately valued, and the value was to be 
estimated as on 3th April, 1909. The Court of Appeal held that the 
owners were entitled with respect to these minerals (which for the pur- 
poses of valuation must be treated as a separate parcel of land) to 
make a return upon a proper form in pursuance of a proper notice, 
and to have a separate provisional valuation of the minerals treated as 
a separate parcel of land. When that had been done, the owners could 
then have a substituted capital value, pursuant to section 23, sub-sections 
(1) and (4), and section 2, sub-section (3), as amended by section 2 of 
the Revenue Act, 1911. He ageeed with the Court of Appeal. Form TV. 
did not require the owners to state in a proper manner the particulars 
authorized by the Statute to be required respecting minerals; it was 
not framed according to the requirements of the Statute, and was, by 
reason of several defects, an invalid notice. In his opinion, the respon- 
dents were now entitled, with respect to the unworked minerals which 
formerly belonged to them, to make a return upon a proper form, in 
compliance with a proper notice from the Commissioners, and to have 
a separate valuation made of the minerals in question treated in the 
manner prescribed by the Statute. The attempt of the Commissioners 
to shut ont the truth and work possible injustice did not, on a mere 
technicality, justify them in bringing the respondents before this House 
to oppose an appeal which had no merits in it. 

Lords Parker, SuMNER and WreNnBURY gave judgment to the same 
effect. The appeal was accordingly dismissed, with costs against the 
Crown.—Counset, for the Crown, Sir F. B. Smith, A.-G., Sir Robere 
Finlay, K.C., and Sheldon ; for the respondents, Hewitt, K.C., and W. 
Allen. Soticrtors, Bertram Cox; Roy & Cartwright. 

[Reported by Erskixe Retp, Barrieter-at-Law.] 


having taken time for consideration, dismissed the 


Court of Appeal. 


DENNIS v. A. J. WHITE & CO. No. 1. 16th March. 
WorkKMEN’s COMPENSATION—‘‘ ARISING OUT OF THE EMPLOYMENT ’’— 
BicycteE AccripeENt In LonpoN—Risk COMMON TO THE GENERAL 
Pustrc—WorkMEN’s Compensation Act, 1906 (6 En. 7, c. 58), s. 1 (1). 
A boy employed as a plumber’s mate was sent on business errands by 
his employers on a bicycle kept on their premises, which he used to 
ride through London streets on an average once a day. A motor-car 

collided with him in a busy thoroughfare, and he was injured, 
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Held (Sargant, J., dissenting), that there was evidence upon which 
the county court judge could find as a fact that the accident did not 
arise out of the employment, on the ground that the risk which caused 
tt was one common to the general public, 

Sheldon v. Needham (7 B. W. C. C. 471) and Slade v. Taylor (8 
B. W. C. C. 65) applied. 

Appeal by the workman from a decision of the county court judge 
at Westminster. ‘The applicant was a youth of sixteen employed by 
the respondents, a firm of builders, as a plumber’s mate. He was 
frequently sent on business errands, and to go any distance was usually 
ordered to ride a bicycle belonging to a clerk who gave him his orders, 
which was kept in the office for that purpose. On an average he rode 
the bicycle in the course of his employment once a day. On the day of 
the accident he had been sent on it a distance of about a mile to get 
some plaster, and while riding through Sloane-square was knocked 
down by a motor-car which collided with him, fracturing his leg. The 
county court judge held that the accident did not arise out of the 
employment, and the applicant appealed. 

Tue Court, by a majority, dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said that in his opinion the appeal failed. 
The question was really one of fact, and, having regard to the judg- 
ment of Lord Loreburn in Clayton v. Hardwick Colliery Co. (Limited) 
(9 B. W. C. C. 136), all they had to decide was whether there was any 
evidence on which the county court judge could decide as he did. He 
could see no misdirection on his part. Without going into a long 
series of decisions, his lordship preferred to apply the test laid down in 
Plumb vy. Cobden Flour Mills Co. (Limited) (1914, A. C. 62), and ask 
whether the risk was one reasonably incidental to the workman's 
employment, and he thought it was not. Slade v. 7'aylor (8 B. W. C.C. 
65) seemed an a fortiori case, for there the accident was caused by a 
defect inherent in a bicycle—the tendency to side 7 But then it was 
said that in that case the man was not told to ride the bicycle, and 
here he was. He thought there was nothing in that point; it was quite 
unimportant whether the workman was directed or merely permitted 
to ride a bicycle. Pterce v. Provident Clothing Co. (Limited) (1911, 
1 K. B. 997) was a case of permission; but there the workman was 
exposed to the dangers of the streets all day long through his employ 
ment. The decisions of that Court were binding on it, and the appeal 
would be dismissed, 

Purmurmore, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect. If it was 
a case of pure fact, the county court judge had found against the 
applicant ; but if it was one of law, or mixed fact and law, there was 
a series of cases, beginning with Sheldon v, Needham (7 B. W. C.C. 
471), which prevented him from succeeding. 

Sarcant, J., regretted he felt obliged to differ from the other 
members of the Court. One must look at the facts of the case rather 
than the facts of other cases, and the boy was habitually employed 
every day to ride a bicycle about London. The test of Lord Collins, 
M.R., in Andrew v. Failsworth Industrial Society (Limited) (1904, 
2 K. B. 32) was applicable. He thought that, having regard to the 
traffic conditions of London, the boy certainly incurred greater risks 
than ordinary persons using the streets. On the question whether the 
point was one of pure fact or of mixed fact and law, he felt the 
greatest difficulty—Counser, (. 7. Wiliams; W. Shakespeare. 
Souicrrors, Berry, Tompkins & Co. ; William Hurd & Son. 


[Reported by H. Laneronrp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


JACKSON +. HUNSLET ENGINE CO. (LIM.). No.1. I7th and 20th 
March. 

Workmen's Compensation—Incapactry—Loss or Eye—Susprensory 
Awarnp—Orrer or Otp Work By Emprvovers—Rervsat sy Work- 
MAN—SUITABILITY OF WorRK—SERIOUSNESS OF PossIBLE ACCIDENT To 
REMAINING Eye—Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, 
c. 58), Scneputre I. 


A workman employed in a gang of four at a steam-hammer lost one 
eye by accident. The employers paid compensation, and submitted to 
« suapensory award on the man’s recovery. They then offered to take 
him on at his old work at the former rate of wages. The county court 
udge found that the work was not suitable, because, among other 

easons, any accident to the remaining eye might make him blind, and 
made an award in hia favour. 

Held, that the award was justified on the evidence 1/20 per Lord 
Cozens-Hardy, M.R., and Sargant, J. (Phillimore, L.J., dissenting), 
in awarding compensation for the loss of an eye, the seriousness of 
= future accident to the remaining eye is a proper element to be 


taken into consideration. 


Appeal by the employers from an award of his Honour Judge 
Greenhow, at Leeds. The workman, who was employed as one of a 
yang of four men operating a steam-hammer, met with an accident in 
the course of his employment, necessitating the removal of an eye. He 
eceived compensation until able to go to work again, and then pay- 
ment was stopped. The employers offered Jackson his old work at 
his former wages, and contended that, having recovered, he was quite 
ible to do it. Jackson commenced proceedings for an award, but the 
county court judge dismissed his claim, the employers submitting to a 
nominal award. On appeal, the Court of Appeal ordered that the case 
should go back for a new trial, on the ground that the judge had not 
taken into consideration whether the work offered was suitable work 


| for a one-eyed man, and whether his value in the labour market had 
not been reduced by the accident. The case is reported in 8 B. W. C. C. 
584. At the second hearing the evidence at the first was treated as 
having been heard therein, and further evidence was given. The 
county court judge held that, although Jackson was physically able 
to do his former work, it was unsuitable work for @ man with only a 
restricted angle of vision, as he had to work in a gang with others, 
but he gave as the main reason for his decision the danger that any 
accident to his remaining eye might deprive him — of _— 
He therefore made an award in his favour, The employers appealed, 
and contended that the possibility of losing the sight of the remaining 
eye was not a factor which ought to be taken into consideration in 
assessing compensation. 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said the case, which had been before 
the Court on a previous occasion, raised an extremely important and 
difficult point, on which there was a conflict of judicial opinion. The 
Court, however, was of opinion that the award ought to stand. Upon 
the evidence it was difficult to see how the learned judge could have 
come to any other conclusion than that he did, having regard to Ball 
v. Hunt (1912, A. C. 496), where a man got compensation for an acci- 
dent which necessitated the extraction of a blind eye. It was obvious 
that, if the learned judge had not said anything about the seriousness 
of an accident to the remaining eye, the ap would not have been 
brought. The fact that as to this, only one of the reasons given, there 
was a difference of opinion ought not to be allowed to upset the award 
Having said so much, his lordship doubted whether he ought to em 
bark on that much-disputed question which first came up in Lyre \ 
Houghton Main Colliery Co. (1910, 1 K. B. 695), where Fletcher Moulton 
L.J., thought that the increased seriousness of a second accident was a 
reason to be considered; but Buckley, L.J., took the opposite view 
The same difference of opinion occurred in the Scottish Courts in Law 
v. William Baird (1914, W. C. & Ins. Rep. 140) and Burt v. Fife Coal 
Co. (8 B. W. C. C. 350), and also in Ireland. But the opinions ex 
pressed were plainly dicta. His lordship preferred to adopt the opinion 
of Fletcher Moulton, L.J. Hargreave v. Haughhead Colliery Co 
(Limited) (1912, A. C. 319) did not affect the case, because there there 
was no suspensory award. The appeal therefore would be dismissed. 

Puitirmore, L.J., and Sarcant, J., delivered judgment in agreement 
with the Master of the Rolls upon the main question that the award 
ought to stand; but the former dissented from his opinion on the point 
that the seriousness of an accident to the other eye ought to be taken 
into account, and thought that if a man lost one eye by an accident, 
the employers ought not to be required to insure him against the loss 
of the other eye.—Counset, A. Parsons, K.C., and R. A. Shepherd; 
W. Shakespeare. Soricrrors, Vincent & Vincent, for Day & Yewdell, 
Leeds ; Collyer-Bristow & Co., for A. EB. Masser, Leeds. 


[Reported by H. Lanerorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re SMITH. PYALA v. VAUDREY. Sargant,J. Ist, 2nd, and 13th 
March 


Witt—ConstrucTionN—LeGATEE—PROVISION FOR Lapse By DegaTH OF 
Lecatee—Deatnx or Resipvary LecaTee—APppLicaBILITY OF PRovI- 
ston—Copici. 

A clause in a will as follows :—‘‘ No legacy given by this my will 
shall lapse by reason of the death of the legatee before me, but shall 
take effect as if the death of such legatee had happened immediately 
after my death, and such legacy shall accordingly pass to the legal per- 
sonal representative of such deceased legatee,”’ was held to apply (1) 
to the case of the death of the residuary legatee ; and (2) to the case of 
“~ bequest of a leasehold house made in the seventh codicil to the 
wit, 


This was an originating summons raising (inter alia) the questions 
(1) whether the provision in the will against lapse by the death of the 
‘* legatee’’ in the lifetime of the testatrix applied to the case of the 
death of the residuary legatee; and (2) wo it applied to the case 
of a bequest of a leasehold house and the contents made by the seventh 
codicil. The facts were as follows :—The testatrix made her wil] on 
6th June, 1894, giving a number of pecuniary legacies, and disposed of 
her residuary personal estate, and directed that all bequests and legacies 
given to married women should be for their separate use, and that ‘‘ no 
legacy given by this my will shall lapse by reason of the death of the 
legatee before me, but shall take effect as if the death of such legatee 
had happened immediately after my death, and such legacy shall 
accordingly pass to the legal personal representative of such deceased 
legatee.’’ The testatrix, who lived to the age of ninety-nine years, and 
died in 1915, made no less than seven codicils to her will, every one 
of which contained an express formal clause confirming in other 
respects her will and any previous codicil or codicils. It was argued 
that this clause, making provision against lapse by death, was intended 
by the testatrix to apply to all her codicils, and also to her residuary 
legatee under either will or codicil. Cur adv. vult. 

Sarcant, J., after stating the facts, said: In answer to the first 
question, I decide that the provision in the will against lapse extended 
to, and included, the residuary bequest contained in the will; and on 
the second question, I hold that the provision against lapse equally 
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extended to the oy contained in the seventh codicil. In my 
opinion, the words ‘‘ by this my will’’ shew no intention to denote the 
particular instrument alone, or to exclude from the application of the 
clause any legacies which should, under codicils confirming the will, form 
part of the testatrix’s ultimate testamentary disposition. There are 
also in the codicils themselves indications which, in my opinion, point 
in the same direction.—Counsen, Percy Wheeler; Maugham, KC. ; 
Warwick Draper; Owen Thompson; J. M. Gover; H. R. Darlington. 
SoxicrTors, alter Maskell & Co.; Hutchison & Cuff; Shepheards 
& Walters; Rawson & Stevens; Kingsford, Dorman, d& Co., for J. J. 
Williamson, Deal. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Ae SKILLEN. CHARLES v. CHARLES. Sargant, J. 9th and 10th 
February ; 10th March. 


Wu4t—Constructrion—Extrinsic Evipence—‘‘ Money ’’—REeEsmpvarRy 
PERSONALTY. 


Evidence is admissible that a testatriz’s property was practically 
the same at the date when she made her will and at the date of her 
death, when it is admitted for the purpose of shewing the surround- 
ing circumstances, but not when it is admitted for the purpose of shew- 
ing the intention of the testatriz. 

Where the testatrix gave and bequeathed her ‘‘ money”? to be equally 
divided between her two nieces, and expressed her wish that all her 
personal property in the house of either of such nieces at her death 
should belong to such niece, 

Held, that the gift of “money” passed the entire residuary personal 
estate, because the later gift in effect assumed that she had already 
given all to these two nieces. 

This was an originating summons which raised the question 
whether the whole of the residuary personal estate of the testatrix 
passed under the word ‘“‘money.’’ At the date of her death the 
testatrix was possessed of a sum of consols, cash in the house, and 
money on deposit at her bankers and at the Post Office Savings Bank ; 
also household goods of smal] value, and a few personal belongings in 
the house of one of her nieces. The whole of the estate was 
a little over £1,000 and the consols were about £400. It was 
admitted that the cash and money on deposit and at the Post 
Office Savings Bank passed under the gift in the will of the 
testatrix, which was dated 4th November, 1904, by which she, 
after directing her debts to be paid, gave and bequeathed unto her 
two nieces her “ money,” to be equally divided between them, after 
£20 had been paid to her executor, and expressed her wish that all 
her personal property in the house of either of her two nieces at the 
time of her death should belong to such niece. Evidence was offered 
that the personal property of the testatrix at the time of her death 
in 1914 was ponstiesliy the same as at the time she made her will, 
including the consols. This evidence was objected to. 

Sarcant, J., in the course of a considered judgment, said: The 
evidence is admissible as evidence of surrounding circumstances, 
though not as evidence of intention. [ also come to the conclusion, 
at which I should equally have arrived without the evidence, that the 
word ‘‘money ” in this will is sufficient to pass the entire residuary 
personal estate. I am led to this conclusion mainly by the subsequent 
gift of the testatrix’s personal property in the house of either of her 
two nieces, which I read as being a qualification of a more extensive 
previous gift. The testatrix, assuming that she had already given 
all her personal chattels to her two nieces in equal shares, desired them 
to allow any particular chattel at the house of either of them to be the 
property of the niece in whose house it was. There must be a declara- 
tion that the bequest to the two nieces included the whole residuary 
personal estate of the testatrix.—Counset, J. M. Lightwood ; Cyprian 
Williams; G. E. Tyrrell. Sortcrrors, Mills & Morley, for EF. J. 
Bechervaise, Portsmouth. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrieterat-Law.] 


Re THOMAS. ANDREW v. THOMAS. Sargant, J. 
10th and 12'h February ; Ist March. 


Company—Distripution or Reserve Funp sy Way or Divipenn— 
Income OR CAPITAL. 


Where the A company invested their accumulation of profits in the 
shares of the B company, and there was a scheme for amalgamating 
several companies into the C combine, and the scheme provided that 
these assets of the A company in the B eng should be distributed 
among the A company’s ordinary shareholders, 

Held, that the scheme proceeded on the footing of a distribution of 
the reserve fund as undivided profits by way of dividend, and not by 
way of reduction of capital, and that there was no intention to capitalize 
the reserve fund, and there was no reason in principle against a com- 
pany selling its main assets for a capital consideration while reserving 
a@ part of its assets, representing profits, for the purpose of declaring 
a dividend thereout. 

Held, accordingly, that the shares in question must be treated as 
income and not capital. 

In January of 1913 the accumulations of profits in the Cambrian 
Collieries Co. were invested in the shares of the Cambrian Trust Co. 
The latter company, which was not a working company, held shares in 
several other colliery companies. In March of 1913 a combine was 
formed for the purpose of acquiring the shares of all these colliery 
companies, and the various shareholders were given the opportunity 





of exchanging their shares for shares in the combine on advantageous 
terms, nm nearly all the shareholders, including several trustees, took 
advantage of this opportunity, and deposited their shares under a pro- 
visional agreement. By that agreement provision was made for the 
shares to be deposited in a bank, and later for shares in the combine 
to be allotted in exchange therefor. There was a scheme in a schedule 
attached to the agreement, which set out the rates of exchange, &c., 
for the various companies, and there was a note attached to the por- 
tion of the schedule dealing with the Cambrian Collieries Co., stating 
that that company’s assets in the Cambrian Trust Co.—that is, the 
reserve fund before referred to—would be distributed among the Cam- 
brian Collieries Co.’s ordinary shareholders, As soon as the provi- 
sional agreement had been adopted, the directors of the Cambrian 
Trust Co. exchanged all the shares held by them in the other com- 
panies for shares in the combine, and then went into liquidation. 
Other steps were taken for the carrying out of the provisional 

ment and scheme, and a resolution was duly passed by the Cambrian 
Collieries Co. for the distribution of the assets to be received by them 
in the liquidation of the Cambrian Trust Co., which represented the 
reserve fund, by means of the payment of a dividend amongst their 
ordinary shareholders; and accordingly the shares in the combine thus 
— were distributed by the Cambrian Collieries Co. among their 
ordinary shareholders, including the said trustees, and the question 
arose between tenants for life and remaindermen as to whether such 
shares were capital or income. Cur. adv, vult. 

Sarcant, J., after stating the facts, said: The scheme obviously 
proceeded on the footing of a distribution of the reserve fund as un- 
divided profits by way of dividend, and not by way of reduction of 
capital. I amof opinion, looking at the real transaction, that there was 
no intention to capitalize the reserve fund, and I am aware of no 
reason in principle against a company selling its main assets for a 
capital consideration while reserving a part of its assets, representing 
profits, for the purpose of declaring a dividend thereout. The shares 
and cash in question, therefore, in the hands of the trustees must be 
treated as income and not as capital.—CounseL, J. M. Gover; Jessel, 
K.C., and Baden Fuller; Maugham, K.C., and 7. H. Attwater. Soxact- 
tors, J'orr & Co., for Roberts d- Andrew, Exeter; Newton G. Driver. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 


Division. 


DOBSON v. DOBSON. Bargrave Deane, J. 20th March. 


DIvornce—PRAcTIcCE—MoTION TO DISPENSE wITH Co-RESPONDENT— 
RESPONDENT'S RiGHT TO OPPOSE. 


In a suit for divorce in which the husband is petitioner the respon- 
dent wife has no locus standi to oppose his motion for leave to dispense 
with naming a co-respondent. 


This was a motion on behalf of the petitioner (the husband) for 
leave to proceed without joining an alleged adulterer as co-respondent. 
Che petitioner, in paragraphs 6 and 7 of his petition, alleged that the 
respondent had committed adultery with H. P. (naming him). Counsel 
on behalf of the petitioner now moved for an order that the said para- 
graphs might be struck out, and that the petition might be amended 
by adding a paragraph in which the respondent was charged with 
having, during the months of,February and March, 1915, committed 
adultery with some man unknown, whereof she gave birth to an 
illegitimate child on 7th December, 1915. He further asked that the 
petitioner might have leave to dispense with making the unknown man 
a co-respondent. Counsel for the respondent wife, who had been 
served with notice of motion, appeared to oppose the application. 
CBARGRAVE DEANE, J.—You have no locus afandi.] He submitted that 
the wife was entitled to resist the complete alteration of the charge 
against her. She was entitled to be heard on the motion. He referred 
to Jeffers v. Jeffers (25 W. R. 513, 2 P. D. 90). He (counsel) also 
appeared for the co-respondent named in the petition. 

BARGRAVE Deane, J.—That case is not an authority in support of 
your right to be heard. I consider that you have no locus standi to 
oppose this motion. The order will be made as prayed.—Counsex, 
W. O. Willis; C. L. Beddington. Sotrcrrors, Joynson Hicks, Hunt, 
Cardew, & McDonald ; Corsellis & Berney. 

[Reported by Cirrrornp Mortimer, Borrister-at-Law ] 


The administration of law and justice, says the Times, is estim 

to cost £4,740,461 for the year ending 31st March, 1917. This — 
cording to the Parliamentary Paper on Civil Service Estimates (26—III.] 
which has just been published, represents a decrease of £287,959 com. 
pared with the grants for 1915-16. The largest estimated savings are 
£97,900 in the grant for prisons in England and the Colonies and 
£74,892 in the grant for the Royal Irish Constabulary. It is stated 
that in future clerks of assize, except in the Northern Circuit, will not 
receive salaries of more than £800 and that the salaries of certain 
associates and clerks are to be reduced when vacancies occur, A reduc 
tion of £2,000 is to be made under the heading “ Salaries and Allow- 
ances "’ by the decision of the law officers each to take £1,000 a year 
less during the war. More than £25,000 is saved by the suspension of 
revising barristers’ fees. g 
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New Orders, &c. 


Indictment Rules, 1016. 


Rules, dated the 18th March, 1916, under the Indictments Act, 1915, 
made by the Rule Committee established under that Act. 

We, the Rule Committee established under Section 2 of the Indict 
ments Act, 1915, hereby make the following Rules :— 


1. (1) Forms 2, 9, 13 and 22 appended to the Indictment Rules 


1915, are hereby annulled, and the forms appended hereto and | 


bearing the numbers 2, 9, 13 and 27 are respectively substituted 
therefor. 

(2) Additional forms, numbered 28, 29, 30, 31 and 32 respec- 
tively, and appended hereto, shall be used in cases to which they are 
a in accordance with Rule 4 (5) 

. (1) These rules may be cited as the Indictment Rules, 1916, 
and, together with the Indictment Rules, 1915, as the Indictment 
Rules, 1915-16. 

(2) These rules shall not apply to indictments in the case of 
persons committed for trial before the first day of April, 1916, or 
to the trial of any such person. 

[The Indictment Rules, 1915, are contained in the First Schedule to 
the Indictmente Act, 1915.] 


Form 2. 
STATEMENT OF OFFENCE 
ACCESSORY AFTER THE Fact TO MURDER. 
Particulars of Offence. 


\.B., well knowing that H.C. had murdered C.C., did on the 
day of and on other days thereafter, in the 
County of , receive, comfort, harbour, assist and maintain 


the said H.C. 
Form 9. 
STATEMENT OF OFFENCE. 
LARCENY 
Particular ok Offence 


FIRST COUNT. 


\.B., on the day of , in the County of 4 


stole a bag, the property of C.D. 

SECOND COUNT STATEMENT OF OFFENCE. 
Recetvinc STroten Goops contrary to Sectron 91 or THE LARCENY 
Act, 1861. 

Particulars of Offence 


n the County of . 
knowing the same to have 


A B , on the day of 
did receive a bag, the property of C.D., 
been stolen 


A.B. has been previously convicted of felony, to wit, burglary, on 


the day of at the Assizes held at Reading. 


Form 13. 
STATEMENT OF OFFENCE 
Consrrracy To Drrravup 

Particulars of Offence 
A.B. and C.D, on divers days between the day of 

and the day of , in the County of , 
conspired together and with other persons unknown to defraud such 
persons as should thereafter be induced to part with money to the 
said A.B. and C.D., by false representations that A.B. and C.D. were 
then carrying on a genuine business as jewellers at 
and that they were then willing and prepared to supply articles of 
jewellery to euch persons 


Form 27 
STATEMENT OF OFFENCE 
LIBEL. 
Particulars of Offence 


A.B., on the day of 1916, in the County of 

published a defamatory libel concerning W.Y., in the 

form of a letter addressed to J.B., which said letter contained the 
following defamatory matters concerning the said W.Y. :— 





1. Do you know that about the year 1886 your friend W.Y. was | 


in the employ of L. and J., and that his accounts were found to be 
all wrong’? (meaning thereby that W.Y. was guilty of acts of dis- 
honesty and falsification of accounts whilet he was in the employ of 


L. and J.). 





It’s War-tTimze, But — Don’t ForoGet 
Tue MIpDpLEsex HosPiTaL 
Its RESPONSIBILITIES ARE GREAT AND MUST BE MRT. 





2. As soon as his defalcations were discovered and a watrant was 
applied for he fled to Rio (meaning thereby that the said W.Y. was 4 
fugitive from justice). 

5. Some time after this he appears to have returned to England, for 
he was found to be keeping a disorderly house in the East End of 
London (meaning thereby that the said W.Y. had committed the 
criminal offence of keeping a disorderly house). 

See Form 28 for plea of justification to Form 27. 


Form 28. 
PLEA OF JUSTIFICATION OF A.B. IN ANSWER TO THE 
INDICTMENT AGAINST HIM FOR LIBEL. (See Form 27.) 


A.B. says he is not guilty, and for a further plea he saye that all the 

defamatory matters alleged in the indictment are true. 
Particulars. 

1. On the day of , 1886, W.Y. received the sum 
of £2 8s. 6d. from T.S., and on the day of . 1886, 
W.Y. received the sum of £1,100 from C.F. and the sum of £500 from 
W.D. on behalf of his employers, L, and J., which he fraudulently 
omitted to enter in their books or to account for in any way. 

2. On the _ day of , 1886, soon after W.Y.’s 
defalcations were discovered and a warrant was applied for against 
him upon charges of embezzling his employers’ money and falsifying 
their books, W.Y. left England on a ship called the ‘‘ Eagle’’ bound 
for Rio de Janeiro. 

5. On the 19th September and on other days in the year 1911 W.Y. 
kept a house at Street, Mile End, for the purpose of betting, 
contrary to the Betting Act, 1853. 

And A.B. says it was for the public benefit that the defamatory 
matters charged in the said indictment should be published by reason 
of the fact that W.Y. was at the time of the publication thereof a 
candidate for the public office of Councillor of the Borough 


of 


(For Replicat ion to Form 28, sce Form 29.) 
Form 29. 
REPLICATION TO THE PLEA OF JUSTIFICATION OF A.B. 


(See Form 28.) 
H.S., Clerk of Assize, joins issue on behalf of our Lord the King. 









Form BW. 

FIRST COUNT. STATEMENT OF OFFENCE. 
BANKRUPTCY OFFENCE CONTRARY TO SeEcTION 154 (1) or BANKRUPTCY 
Act, 1914. 

Particulars of Offence. 

A.B. has been adjudged bankrupt, and on the day of 

, in the County of , did not fully and truly discover 
to the trustee all his property, and how and to whom and for what 
consideration and when he had disposed of a piano, part thereof. 


SECOND COUNT. STATEMENT OF OFFENCE. 
BaNnKRuptcy OFFENCE CONTRARY TO Section 154 (3) or BANKRUPTCY 
Act, 1914. 

4 Particulars of Offence. 
A.B. has been adjudged bankrupt, and on the day of 
. in the County of did not deliver up to the 

trustee a book called a ledger, relating to his property or affairs. 
THIRD COUNT. STATEMENT OF OFFENCE. 
Bankruptcy OFFENCE CONTRARY TO Section 154 (5) or Bankruptcy 
Act, 1914. 

Particulars of Offence. 
A.B., on the day of , and within six monthe next 
before the presentation of a bankruptcy petition against him upon 


which he was adjudged bankrupt, in the County of , 
fraudulently removed a piano, value £20, part of his property. 


Form 31. 
STATEMENT OF OFFENCE. 
OpstructING CORONER IN THE EXECUTION oF His Durty. 
(Common Law Misdemeanour.) 
Particulars of Offence. 
A.B. and G.C., on the day of , in the County of 
, intending to prevent the Coroner of from holding 
an inquest in the execution of his duty upon view of the dead body 
of 8.C., who died a violent or an unnatural death or a sudden death 
of which the cause was unknown, or intending to obstruct the said 
Coroner in the —— such aa, did bury the said dead body in 4 
certain place called Hampstead Heath, 
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Form 32. 
STATEMENT OF OFFENCE. 
Conspiracy TO INctrE WomEN TO PROCURE THEIR OWN MISCARRIAGE. 
Particulars of Offence. 


A.B. and C.D. on divers days between the day of 
and the , in the County of , conspired together 
and with other persons unknown to incite women being with child to 
administer to themselves noxious things with intent to procure their 
own miscarriage. 

And we, the said Rule Committee, hereby certify, under the Rules 
Publication Act, 1893, that on account of urgency the said Rules should 
come into immediate operation, and we hereby make the said Rules to 
come into operation forthwith as Provisional Rules. 

Dated the 18th day of March, 1916. 

Reavine, C.J. 
Horace E. Avory. 
Rospert WALLACE. 
Ricw. D. Murr. 
H. STEPHEN. 

W. B. Prosser. 
HERBERT AUSTIN. 





Appeals from Munition Tribunals. 


The Lord Chancellor has appointed the Honourable Mr. Justice Atkin 
to be the Judge for hearing Appeals from Decisions of Munition 
Tribunals in England and Wales, under section 18 of the Munitions 
of War (Amendment) Act, 1916, and has appointed Leonard W. 
Kershaw, Esquire, Master of the Crown Office, to be the Appeals Officer 
under the Munitions Tribunals (Appeal) Rules, 1916. 

All notices of appeal should be adddessed to the Appeals Officer of 
Munitions Tribunals, Room 751, West Wing, Royal Courts of Justice, 

London, W.C. 





Courts (Emergency Powers) Rule, 1916. 


Tue Courts (Emercency Powers) Rute, 1916, patep 20TH Marcu. 
1916, MADE BY THE LORD CHANCELLOR UNDER THE CourRTS (EMERGENCY 
Powers) Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Geo. V., c. 78). 


1. Rule 13 of the Courts (Emergency Powers) Rules, 1914, is hereby 
annulled, and the following rule shall stand in lieu thereof :— 


13.—(1)_In proceedings in the High Court and in any court of 
summary jurisdiction the following fees shall be payable under these 
rules, that is to say :— 


On any summons in the High Court, 2s. 6d. 
On any order in the High Gourt, 2s. 6d, . 
On any summons in a court of summary jurisdiction, 1s. 


(2) Except as above provided, such other fees (if any) shall be 
payable in the High Court or any court of summary jur'sdiction as 
would be payable according to the ordinary practice of the court 
dealing with the application. 

(3) Any fees paid or payable under either of the two preceding 
sub rules may be remitted or excused by the court dealing with 
the application. 

2. This rule may be cited as the Courts (Emergency Powers) Rule, 
1916 ; 
(Signed) Buckmaster, C. 
We concur, 
(Signed) Watter R. Rea, 
Geo. H. Roserrts, 
Two of the Lords Commissioners of 
His Majesty’s Treasury. 





War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette for 24th March contains the following :— 

1. An Order in Council, dated 21st March (printed below), amending 
the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Rensiativan, 1914. This 
corrects and is a substitution for the Order of 21st March (ante, p. 370). 

2. An Order in Council, dated 24th March, making further alterations 
in the list of persons in neutral countries with whom trading is pro- 
hibited. The original list is contained in the Proclamation for 29th 
February, and is known as the ‘Statutory List’’ \ante, pp. 324, 325). 
The present Order adds the names of persons and firms in Argentine 
and Uruguay (39); Brazil (56); Ecuador (28); Peru (17); All Countries 
in Central and South America (4); Netherlands (1); Netherland East 
Indies (41); Philippine Islands (15); Portugal (36) ; Spain (44). 

3. A Treasury Announcement, dated 17th March, that the Treasury 
would, as from 27th March, 1916, be prepared to accept Dollar Securities 
on Deposit. We print the material parts of the announcement below. 

4. A Notice (printed below) under the Rules Publication Act, 1893, 
as to exemption from import duty of motor-cars brought into the United 
Kingdom temporarily. 

5. A Foreign Office Notice, dated 24th March, making additions or 
corrections to the lists of persons to whom articles to be exported to 
China and Siam may be consigned. 

6, A Notice that Orders have been made by the Board cf Trade, 








ROYAL EXCHANGE 
ASSURANCE. 


INCORPORATED A.D, 1720, 





FIRE, LIFE, SEA, PLATE GLASS, {| SPECIAL TERMS GRANTED TO 
ACCIDENT, BURGLARY, LIVE STUCK, 
EMPLOY ERS’ LIABILITY, THIRD PARTY, ANNUITANTS 
MOTOR CAR, LIFT, BOILER, 

FIDELITY GUARANTEES. WHEN HEALTH IS IMPAIRED. 








The Corporation is prepared to act as TRUSTEE and EXECUTOR. 





Ap. ly for full particulars of all cla ses of Insurance to the Secretary— 
HEAD Orrick: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C, 
LAW Courts Brancw: 29 & 30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C, 











under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring 
10 more businesses to be wound up. This makes the total 72. And 
three have been made since. 

7. Two Admiralty Notices to Mariners, dated 23rd March, as 
follows :— 

(1) No. 318 of the year 1916:—England, East Coast, defining an 
area in the northern approach to the River Humber which is entirely 
prohibited to all vessels. 

(2) No. 517 of the year 1916, cancelling No. 1060 of 1915, relating 
to Plymouth Sound and the neighbouring waters. 

The London Gazette of 28th March contains the following :— 

8. An appointment, dated 24th March, of Frank Brinsley-Harper, 
Esq., of 2a, Portman-mansions, Portman-square, W., to be a Member 
of the Appeal Tribunal for the County of London, including the City 
of London. 


Defence of the Realm Regulations. 
ORDER IN COUNCIL, 


[In substitution for the Order in Council published in the London 
Gazette of 21st March, 1916, p. 3054.] 

[Recitals. } 

Now, therefore, &c., it is hereby ordered, that the following amend- 
ments be made in the said Regulations: 

1. In Regulation 30, after the word “‘ firearms ”’ there shall be inserted 
the words ‘‘ parts of firearms, military arms, parts of military arms,” 
and after the words ‘‘any arms”’ there shall be inserted the words 
“parts of arms. 

2. In Regulation 31 there shall be inserted after the word “‘ firearms ”’ 
the words ‘‘ parts of firearms,’’ after the words ‘‘ military arms” the 
words ‘‘ parts of military arms,’’ and after the words ‘‘ any arms’’ the 
words ‘‘ parts of arms,’’ and for the words ‘and if he does so’’ there 
shall be substituted the words ‘‘ and if any person does so,”’ 





American Dollar Securities. 
Deposit ON LOAN WITH THE TREASURY. 


The Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury announce that 
as from 27th March, 1916, they will be prepared to accept Dollar Securi- 
ties on Deposit. The present arrangementg for the purchase of securi- 
ties will continue, and, as already stated, the Treasury regard purchase 
as the preferable alternative. Those holders, however, who are not 
in a position to sell, but are able to assist the Government by lending 
their securities, are invited to offer them to the Treasury for deposit, 
subject to the right of purchase in certain contingencies, on the terms 
set forth below, which are similar to those already set forth in the 
Treasury Memorandum published in the London Gazette of the 17th 
December, 1915. . . . 

(1) The securities will be transferred to the Treasury for a period 
of two years from the date of deposit. 

(2) Holders of Bearer Bonds (or share certificates transferable by 
delivery) will be required to lodge the bonds and coupons with the 
Treasury, and holders of registered stock will be required to execute 
a transfer of the stock in favour of the Treasury. When the bonds 
have been lodged with the Treasury, or when the transfer of the 
stock has been registered in the Company’s books, the bonds or stock 
will be entered in the holder’s name in a register kept by the Treasury 
fof the purpose, and a certificate of entry in this register will be issued 
to the holder. The title to bonds or stock entered in the Treasury 
Register may be transferred upon that register by deed in the ordinary 
way. . . . The Treasury will, if desired, exercise as far as possible 
the voting and other rights attached to the securities in the way the 


owner of the deposited securities may indicate. 


(3) While the securities are on deposit under this arrangement the 
lender will receive from the Treasury all interest and dividends paid in 
respect of them, and also, by way of consideration for the loan, a pay- 
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ment at the rate of one-half of one per cent. per annum calculated on 
the face value of the securities. 

(4) If the depositor at any time during the currency of the loan 
desires to realise all or any of his securities, the Treasury will, upon 
receipt of a notification from him specifying the securities which he 
desires to realise, either 

(i) sell (subject to any limit as to price which may be specified 
in the notification) the securities on his behalf in New York, and 
pay over to him the proceeds in London in sterling at the exchange 
of the day on which such proceeds are received in New York, 
without any deduction se eaten or commission, or (at the 
depositor’s option) 

(ii) release the securities in New York against payment to the 
Treasury Agent in New York of a sum in dollars not less than the 
lowest market price of the securities on the day and pay to him 
in London the equivalent in sterling of the said sum at the exchange 
of the day without any deduction for brokerage or commission. 

Alternatively the Treasury will, at any time during the currency of 
the loan, be prepared to consider proposals that they should themselves 
take over all or any of the securities from the depositor at the New 
York Stock Exchange closing quotation of the day upon which the 
proposal is received ; the purchase money to be paid in sterling at the 
exchange of the day without any deduction for brokerage or com- 
mission. 

The purchase money will in each case be payable in London against 
the surrender of the Treasury Certificate. 

(5) In case the Treasury should find it necessary to sell all or any 
of the securities deposited, the Treasury may take over all or any of 
such securities on sending notification in writing to the registered 
address of the holder of the certificate. The Treasury will in that 
case pay the value of the securities mentioned in the notification, calcu- 
lated at the New York Stock Exchange closing quotation of the day 
the notification is sent, with an addition of 24 per cent. on the value 
so calculated. Payment to be made in London in sterling at the 
exchange of the day, without any deduction for brokerage and com- 
mission, against the surrender of the Treasury Certificate. 

(7) Arrangements have been made by the Stock Exchange Committee 
for dealings on the Stock Exchange in the Treasury Certificates of 
securities deposited under the scheme 

(8) The interest and dividends on all deposited securities, together 
with the additional payment at the rate of one-half of one per cent. 
per annum, will be paid by Treasury Warrant to the holder for the 
time being on the Treasury Register, as soon as they have been 
collected, in sterling at the exchange of the day on which the 
Treasury Books are closed for the purpose of preparing the Treasury 
Warrants. : 

(9) Under Section 2 of the Government War Obligations Act, 1915 
(5 & 6 Geo. V, c, 96), trustees and companies are enabled to take advan 
tage of the scheme notwithstanding any provisions of their trust or 
constitution, and are not liable for any loss arising from so doing. 

(10) The Treasury reserve the right to refuse either in whole or in 
part any offer to deposit securities under the scheme. 

Norge.—Full particulars of the arrangements made for the administra- 
tion of the scheme for the deposit of securities may be obtained from 
the Secretary to the Treasury, National Debt Office, 19, Old Jewry, 
E.C., to whom all inquiries and correspondence should be addressed. 
For the present the minimum nominal amount of any one security that 
will be accepted for deposit is fixed at $5,000 (or £1,000). , 

Treasury, 22nd March, 1916 


for 


Import Duty on Motor Cars. 
THE RULES PUBLICATION ACT, 1893. 


The Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury hereby give 


notice, under section 1 of the Rules Publication Act, 1893, that, after’ 


the expiration of at least forty days from this date, they will, in 
pursuance of the powers conferred on them by section 13 (6) of the 
Finance (No. 2) Act, 1915, and of every other power enabling them in 
that behalf, make regulations providing for the total or partial exemp- 
tion for a limited period from the new import duty of any motor cars, 
including motor bicycles and motor tricycles, brought into Great Britain 
or Ireland by persons making only a temporary stay therein. 

Draft copies of the said Regulations can be obtained in the interval 
at Treasury Chambers, Whitehall, 8.W. 


Work for Conscientious Objectors. 


It is announced by the Board of Trade that the Government have 
appointed a committee to which a tribunal may refer for advice as to 
what service of national importance an applicant for exemption on the 
ground of conscientious objection should undertake, and for such other 
information or assistance as the tribunal may required. The committee 
is constituted as follows :— 

The Hon. T. H. W. Pelham, C 

Mr. Charles Fenwick, M.P 

Mr. T. Edmund Harvey, M.P. 

Mr. Graham 8. Spicer. 


B. (chairman). 


The committee will work in close touch with the Board of Trade 
and its representatives, and will settle, with the concurrence of the 





Board, a list of occupations which are to be regarded as of national 
a wpe 
‘he question of exemption will continue to rest with the tribunals. 
Mr. H. Gibbon Pritchard will act as secretary to the committee, and 
any communications intended for the committee should be addressed to 
him at 9, Bridge-street, Westminster, S.W. 


The Blockade of Germany. 


The Foreign Office makes the following announcement :— 

His Majesty’s Government have appointed a committee, under the 
chairmanship of Viscount Peel, to inquire whether any avoidable delay 
is caused by the methods hitherto adopted for dealing with ships and 
cargoes brought into British ports under the Order in Council of 11th 
March, 1915, and to make such general recommendations as they may 
think fit for improving such methods. 

The members of the committée are as follows :— 

Viscount Peel (chairman). 

Sir Kenneth 8. Anderson, K.C.M.G. 

K. A. Cohen, Esq., K.C. 
K. Wallace Limelic, Esq. 

The offices of the committee are at 1, 
ster, S.W 


Westmin- 


Abbey-gardens, 


State War Insurance Scheme. 


It is announced that as from Monday next the Government Office for 
the Insurance of Ships’ Cargoes against War Risks will adopt a new 
method of dealing with these insurances, which will effect a considerable 
saving of clerical work, and at the same time be of advantage to mer- 
chants and brokers in the expedition of business. Under the new system 
separate policies will no longer be issued, but a floating policy for a 
very large amount will be effected and kept at the Government Office, 
and the slips—viz., the detailed applications for insurance—will be 
themselves validated as certificates entitling the holders to the benefits 
of the floating policy. 

Printed explanations may be obtained at the War Risks Insurance 
Office, 33-36, King William-street, E.C. 








Societies. 


The Barristers’ Benevolent Association. 


Sir George Cave, K.C., M.P., the Solicitor-General, presided at the 
annual meeting of this association, held on ay og: evening at the 
Middle Temple Hall. He said it spoke well for the Bar that, although 
many incomes had been reduced by the war, there was no appreciable 
diminution in the contributions to the funds. Sir Harry Poland, K.C., 
had given £1,000, to be applied to the relief of war cases. 

Mr. George Wallace, K.C., chairman of the committee, announced 
the appointment of a woman assistant secretary, who would be useful 
in dealing with claims by women. 


The Pegasus Club. 


The anpual general meeting of the Pegasus Club, under whose rules 
the Bar Point-to-Point Races take place, was held at the Royal Courts 
of Justice on Wednesday, 22nd March, the President, Master Bonner, 
being in the chair. A large number of members of the club are 
serving with His Majesty’s forces. It was resolved to contribute from 
the funds of the club donations of £50 to the Officers’ Families Fund, 
of £25 to the R.S.P.C.A. Fund for Sick and Wounded Horses, and 
of £25 to the Barristers’ Benevolent Association. 








Companies, 
British Law Fire Insurance Company (Limited). 


The ordinary general meeting of the company was held on the 2th ult. 
at the Cannon-street Hotel, Mr. M. F. Monier-Williams (chairman of 
the board of directors) presiding. 

The directors submitted their report and the accounts for the year 
ending 3lst December, 1915. ; ? 

The gross premium income from all sources for the year is £168,321, 
and the net premium income £142,371 15s. 1d., being an increase 10 
the net premium income of £9,306 8s. 6d. over that of the previous year. 
The net fire premium income is £119,163 5s. 2d., as rey with 
£110,526 6s. 2d. in the previous year, being an increase of £8,636 19s. 

The net fire losses (including Metropolitan and other Brigade and 
Salvage Corps charges) after adjusting those outstanding at the end 
of 1914, allowing for claims outstanding at the end of 1915, and deduct- 
ing the amounts recoverable by reinsurance, amount to £46,231 19s. 6d., 
shewing a loss ratio of 38.7 per cent. 

The accounts after carrying to investment reserve £30,000, shew a2 
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EFQUITY 


Chairman—JOHN CROFT DEVERELL, Esq. 
JAMES AUSTEN-CARTMELL, Esq. 
ALEXANDER DINGWALL BATESON, Esq., K.C. 
JOHN GEORGE BUTCHER, Esq., K.C., M.P. 
FELIX CASSEL, Esq., K.C., M.P. 
EDMUND CHURCH, Esq. 

PHILIP G. COLLINS, Esq. 

HARRY MITTON CROOKENDEN, Esq. 
ROBERT WILLIAM DIBDIN, Esq. 

Sir KENELM E. DIGBY, G.C.B., K.C. 
CHARLES BAKER DIMOND, Esq. 


Economical Management. 


Life Assurance Society 
18 LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 


ESTABLISHED 1844, 

FUNDS exceed - 
DIRECTORS. 

Deputy-Chairman—RICHARD STEPHENS TAYLOR, Esq. 


& LAW 


- £5,130,000. 


RICHARD L. HARRISON, Esq. 

L. W. NORTH HICKLEY, Esq. 
ARCHIBALD HERBERT JAMES, Esq. 
WILLIAM MAPLES, Esq. 

ALLAN ERNEST MESSER, Esq. 

The Rt. Hon. Lord Justice PHILLIMORE, 
CHARLES R. RIVINGTON, Esq. 

MARK LEMON ROMER, Esq., K.C. 





The Hon. Sir CHARLES RUSSELL, Bart. 
CHARLES WIGAN, Esq. 


Very Stringent Valuation. 





ANNUAL INCOME exceeds £500,000. 
CLAIMS PAID exceed - 


£10,000,000. 








All Classes of Life Assurance granted. 
Whole Life Assurances, without profits, specially applicable for Family 
Provision and to meet Death Duties, at exceptionally low rates of premium. 

For full Prospectus apply to W. P. PHELPS, Actuary and Secretary. 














available balance of £48,879 15s. 8d. The directors declare a final 
dividend of 2s. 6d. per share (making with the interim dividend of 1s. 
per share, paid in August last, 17} per cent. for the year), and in 
addition a bonus of 6d. per share (being 24 per cent.) both less income 
tax. After payment of the final dividend and bonus there wil] remain 
a balance of £22,863 17s. 9d. to be carried forward. 

The adoption of the report and accounts was carried unanimously, 
and resolutions were also passed approving the payment of the final 
dividend and the bonus recommended and_ re-electing the retiring 
directors and auditors. 


Obituary. 
Mr. William Watkins Morgan. 

Lieutenant Witt1am Watkins Moraan, R.N.V.R., Hawke Battalion, 
Royal Naval Division, elder son of Mr. Charles Langbridge Morgan, 
M.I.C.E., was born on 3lst December, 1885. He was educated at St. 
Winifred’s, Kenley, Marlborough, and Trinity Hall, Cambridge, where 
he took his B.A. and LL.B. degrees, and was called to the Bar at 
the Inner Temple in 1910. He practised on the South-Eastern Circuit 
and at the Surrey Sessions. He received his commission as sub-lieu- 
tenant in the Royal Naval Volunteer Reserve, being promoted lieu- 
tenant. He arrived on the Gallipoli Peninsula at the end of May, 1915. 


He led his company to attack a Turkish trench on 19th June, and 
nothing has been heard of him since. 





Mr. Denham William Westmacott. 


On the 28th ult. the obituary column of the 7'imes contained the 
announcement. of the death of Dennam WuiL11AM, younger son of the 
late Richard Westmacott, Esq., R.A. and F.R.S., of H.M. Office of 
Woods, aged sixty-three. This short notice, though it would be in 
accordance with his modest disposition, scarcely reveals the work he 
did for that office, first as assistant solicitor and afterwards as legal 
assistant, and it may be supplemented with advantage so as to show 
that the public service has (oot a most useful servant, and those who 
knew him a most charming and loyal friend. 

Mr. Westmacott was educated at Rugby, and after leaving school | 
was articled to one of the partners in the firm of Messrs. Young and | 
Jackson, in Essex-street, Strand, where he remained some time after 
he was admitted solicitor in November, 1876. Afterwards he went as 








managing clerk to Messrs. Druce and Attlee, where he remained until 
he was appointed (viz., on 27th July, 1885) assistant solicitor in the 
Office of Woods by Mr. T. W. Gorst, then the solicitor of that office. 
Upon the retirement of Mr. Gorst, in 1905, Mr. Westmacott was 
appointed the first legal assistant to the office, and he retained this 
appointment until his death, and was practically the same as the 
solicitor. 

His grandfather, Sir Richard Westmacott, R.A., and his father were 
both distinguished sculptors, and many of their works are to be seen 
in London in parks, squares and streets, as well as in St. Paul’s Cathe- 
dral and Westminster Abbey, and Mr. Westmacott himself was no 
mean draughtsman. Jn his work at the Office of Woods he was both 
capable and conscientious, and his genial manner and courtesy were 
of the greatest help to the successful carrying on of the legal business 
of that department, as no friction was possible either with other mem- 
bers of the office or with outside solicitors or others, the result being 
that after his being appointed first legal assistant the legal business con- 
siderably increased. 5 

The writer of this short sketch has had, as one of the counsel for that 
department, many opportunities of seeing this peculiar characteristic 
which enabled him to do his work not only well but pleasantly. 

Mr. Westmacott was for many years a member of the Artists’ Corps, 
and has left many friends to deplore his premature death. 





Legal News. 
Appointment. 


Mr. F. Briystey-Harrer, J.P., has been appointed a Member of 
the Appeal Tribunal for the County of London, under the Military 
Service Act, 1916. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolution. 


Wru.1AM Percy Bourne and RearnaLp Tom KEEN, Solicitors (Percy 
Bourne & Keen), Southam, in the county of Warwick. June 30. 
[Gfazette, March 28. 


Change of Address. 


Mr. Atperr M. Worrett, Solicitor, of 80, Coleman-street, London, 
E.C., removed his offices to the West End on 20th March, and his 
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address as from that date is: Regency House, 1 & 2, Warwick-street, 
Regent-street, W. The new telephone number will be : Gerrard 7702. 


General. 


Judge T. W. Wheeler, K.C., was taken suddenly ill on the 24th ult., 
after sitting in the Cambridge County Court. 


Mr. John Pybus Ingledew, aged 83, of Cardiff, who was solicitor to 
the Taff Vale Railway Company, and conducted their case against the 
Amalgamated Society of Railway Servants, left estate of gross value 
£52,799. 

The first meeting of Lord Peel's B!ockade Committee was held at 
Westminster on Tuesday. The Committee has been appointed to in- 
quire whether any avoidable delay is caused by the methods adopted for 
dealing with ships and cargoes brought into British ports under the 
Order in Council, and to make such arrangements ag they may think fit 
for improving the methods. 

A Bill to exclude naturalized subjects of enemy origin from voting 
or sitting in Parliament during the war, or on municipal and shire 
councils, and also from voting in the liquor Referendum, has passed 
its third reading in the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales. 
The bona fides of voters with foreign names will be challenged at the 
polls, and presiding officers will have discretion to disallow their votes. 


In the House of Commons, on the 23rd ult., Mr. Tennant, replying 
to Mr. Malcolm, said :—I have ascertained from the Home Office that 
the total number of German civilians interned in Great Britain is 
26,291. I have ascertained from the Foreign Office that the total 
number of British civilians interned in Germany is approximately 
4,000. The number of German civilians repatriated from this country 
is 497, or a proportion of 1 in 53. The number of British civilians 
repatriated from Germany is 377, or a proportion of approximately 
1 in 10. 

The City Corporation recently wrote to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer pointing out that Laffley motor road sweeping machines, which 
are used for cleaning the streets and are made in France, were being 
detained at the Customs pending payment of duty, They added that it 
would seem obvious that the intention of the Finance (No. 2) Act, 1915, 
was to exempt motors used in the public service by local authorities. 
A reply has now been received from the Treasury stating that it has 
been decided not to charge duty on the importation of these machines. 


With reference to the regulations wnder the War Precautions Act 
in the Commonwealth of Australia regarding enemy shareholders in 
companies incorporated in the Commonwealth, the High Commissioner 
for Australia has, said the 7’imes of the 27th ult., received information 
by cable that power has been delegated to Mr. R. B. Curd, Chief 
Customs Officer of the High Commissioner’s Office, to receive transfer 
of shares, script, and dividends, to give receipts and take custody 
of script, and also to take any necessary action to carry out the Public 
Trustee's instructions. 

Mr. William Bennett Rogers, past-president of the Auctioneers’ and 
Estate Agents’ Institute of the United Kingdom, died at Westgate-on- 
Sea last Saturday in his 76th year. He served as president of the 
Estate Agents’ Institute before its incorporation with the Auctioneers’ 
Institute. Mr. Rogers founded the firm of Rogers, Chapman & 
Thomas more than half a century ago. He conducted many notable 
auctions of London properties and of furniture and works of art, and 
he often acted in compensation and rating, cases. He was also agent 
for South Kensington and other estates. 


In the House of Commons on Wednesday, on the order for second 
reading of the War Risks (Insurance by Trustees) Bill, Sir G. Cave ex 
plained that the object of the Bill was to enable trustees to ensure 
against war risks, which meant, of course, damage by aircraft bom- 
bardment or damage by other operations of war. There was already 
power under statute for trustees €& insure up to three-fourths of the 
value of the property, but there was no similar statutory power to 
insure against war riske. Some trustees had taken the precaution to 
insure, but it was thought right to make it quite plain that all trustees 
should have the right to insure. The Bill wag read a second time, and 
committed to a Committee of the whole House. 





““Otp ”’ ’Varsity men will be glad to know that they can still obtain 
their favourite Lounge Chair, one of the most delightful reminders of 
College days. On account of its luxurious comfort, remarkable durability 
and moderate cost, the Oxford ’Varsity Lounge Chair is ideal for study 
and smoking-room. Prices from 22s. 6d. to 35s. 6d., according to length. 
Patterns of the coverings post free. Wit11aAm Baker & Co., Lrp., The 
Broad, Oxford.—(Advt.). 


The Property Mart 


Forthcoming Auctior. Sales. 
April 6 —Messre. H. E. Fostgn & CrANFIEtp, at the Mart: Reversions and Po'icy 
of Assurance (see advertisement, back page, this week). 
April 18.—Messrs. Hampton & Sons, at the Mart: Freehold Residences (see adver- 
tisement, back page, this week). 





Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature, 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. EMERGEN APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rota. No. 1. NEVILLE. Eve. 
Monday April 3 Mr. Bloxam Mr. Church Mr. Go'dschmidt Mr. Synge 
Tuesday ...... 4 Jolly Farmer Biloxam Borrer 
Greswe)! Synge 
Leach Jolly Church 
7 Borrer Bloxam Greswell 
Saturday .... Goldschmidt Greswell Leach 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. SARGANT. ASTBURY. 
Monday April 3 Mr. Farmer Mr. Leach Mr. Greswell Mr. Jolly 
Synge Goldschmidt Church Greswell 
Bloxam Church Leach Borrer 
Goldschmidt Greswell Borrer Synge 
Leach Jolly Synge armer 
Church Borrer Jolly Bloxam 


Farmer Jolly 
Bloxam 
Goldschmidt 
Farmer 


Mr. Justice 
YOUNGER. PSTERSON. 


Mr. Justice 








Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Mar. 17. 


COLD STORAGE TRUST LTpD.—Creditors are required, on or before May 1, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to the Honourable 
Jacobus Arnoldus Combrinck Graaff, Johannes Arnoldus Graaff, Charles Leonard, the 
Honourable Sir James Sivewright, and John Spencer Brydges Todd, Broad «et ay, 
liquidator. 

Gorbox SANITARY LAUNDRY (ACTON), LtD.—Creditors are required, 01 or before Mar 31, 
to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred 
Laban, 25-27, Oxford st, liquidator. 

MorETON RoGERSON & Co., Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 25, to send 
their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims to William R. 
Currie, 100, King st, Manchester, liquidator. 

CARBON Castine Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required. on or before April 28, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to George Graham 
Poppleton, 4, Charterhouse sq, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Mar. 21. 


LIVERPOOL STAVE Co, LTp.—Creditors must give notice of their claims, in writing, to 
Richard Turner Golding, liquidator, 41, North John st, Liverpool, on or before April 


80. 

NEWMAN AND OXFORD STREET FURNITURE AND ANTIQUE DEPOSITORIES, LTD.—Creditors 
are required, on or before April 25, to send thelh names and addresses, and particulars 
of their debts or claims to Georoe Ernest Sendell, 36, Walbrook. liquidator. 

NEWPORT Porrgery Co., Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 28, to send their 
Lames and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to John Tamplin, West- 
gate chmbrs, Newport, Mon, liquidator. 

WHITECROFT STEAMSHIP Co., LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before April 10, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Hogh- 
ton Stabb Matthews, 80, King William st, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


London Gazette—FRIDAY, Mar. 24, 


ISTHMUS SYNDICATE, LTD.—Creditors are required,'on or before April 27, to send their 
names and addresses, andthe particulars of their debts or claims, to F. H. Kiogham, 
9 and 10,,Fenchurch st, liquidator. 

PREMIER MATCH Co., Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION),—Creditors are required, on 
or before April 15, to send their names and addresses,and particulars of their 
debts or claims, to W. T. Walker, 53, New Broad st, liquidator, 

TEDDER, RUTLEY & JOHNSON, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before April 5, to send 
their names andsaddresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. G. G. 
Poppleton, 4, Charterhouse “4, liquidator. 

H. Wuire & Sons, Ltp. (In VoLuUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or 
before April 7, to send in their names and addresses, and particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Richard Genge Brake, Eldon st House, Eldon st, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Mar. 28. 


BRITISH CLOTHING AND SUPPLY Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 1, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debits or claims, 
to Ernest Alexinder Beaum nt, 28, Queen st, Huddersfield, and William Denton, 7, 
Sweeting st, Liverpool, liquidators. 

CINEMA DEVELOPMENT SYNDICATE (NOTTINGHAM), LtTD.—Creditors are required, on 
or before April 4, to send their names and addresses, and the ——— of their 
debts or claims, to Norman Greer Collier, Wilford, Notts, liquidator. 

JoHN HARDMAN & Sons, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 18, to send 
their names and adidresses, and the particulars of their deots or.claims,jvo Charles 
Kobert Scholes, Silver st chmbrs, Bury, liquidator. 

C. M. P. SYNDICATE, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before May 16, to send in their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Leopold 
Kettridge, 1, London Wal! bidgs, liquidator. 

LONDON AND SOUTH Coast HAULAGE Co, Lp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION.)—Creditors 
are required, on or before April 14, to send their names and ‘addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Charles Larking, Bank chmbrs, Maidstone, 
liquidator. 

PION KER STEAM FisHine Co., Ltp. (1s VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION.)}—Creditors are 
required, on or before April 11, to send their names and addresses, and the particalars 
of their debts or claims, to Frederick Fugill, Bank chmbrs, Parliament st, Kingston 
upon Hull, liquidator. 

Tupss & FAREY, LtD. (1N LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or before April 8, 
to send in their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Herbert Alfred Pepper, 14, Temple st, Birmingham, liquidator, 
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Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette. —FRiDAY, Mar. 17 


Alliance Chemical Products. Ltd. Essex Chase Steamship Co, Ltd. 
Actose Manufacturing Ue, Ltd. Parsons Pond Oil Syndicate, Ltd. 
R. Leslie, Ltd Totara Leather Co (South Americ:), L‘d. 
Metallic Compositions Co, Td. George Partridge & Co, Ltd. 
Ship “ Penrhyn Castle” Co, L Burdon Oil Gas Furnaces, Ltd. 
Legal Mortgag: and Reversion Agency, Eccles Picture Theatre. Ltd. 
Ltd. Bell & Smart (1913), Ltd. 
Bnluwayo Syndicate, Ltd. Gabi, Ltd 
Dawson Grand Forks & Stewart River 
RailwayC rporation, Ltd. 


London Gazette—TURSDAY, Mar 21. 


The “ Advertiser” (Blackpool), Ltd. Talisman Consclidated, Ltd. 

Arthur Gormley, Ltd. Albany (Cx cial Devel 1p t Trust 
Pulman Patents Co, Ltd. Ltd. 

South Wales Colliery Co, Ltd. Manx Picturedromes, Ltd. 

Bright, Conti and Dumas, Ltd. Pessers, Moo’ y, Wraith and Gurr, Ltd. 
— Shipping Co, Ltd. Ravensc iffe Golf Club, Ltd. 

W. Ri Ltd. Dinky Toy Manufacturing Co, Ltd. 

ab Kephalt Paving Co, Ltd. Spun Glas; Bo’ tle Manufacturing Co, Ltd. 
Art Fabric Manufacturing, Co, Lid. 


London Gazette—FRIDAY, Mar. 24. 


Juno Manufacturing Co, Ltd. James Carswell (Brentwoo), Ltd. 
Calmus Bros , Ltd. Canadian Pictures, d. 
J. Waddington & et Ltd. Stuart Earle &°Co, Ltd. 
H. A. Lines (Rugby), Edgware Solf Club. Ltd. 
Kirkland Goldfields, ta: Castelli Carpet Co, Ltd. 
Young's Foreign & Colonial Patents, Ltd. Kazan Carpet Co, Ltd. 
Malabar Estates & Planting Co, Ltd. James Peck, Ltd. 
Lawton & Croll, Ltd. Knarsdale Shipping Co, Ltd. 
hip Co, Ltd. Tug Conqueress, Ltd 
Target & General Manufacturing Co, Ltd. Freear & Dix Steam "Shipping Co., Ltd. 
Hucks Bros., Ltd. First New B. C. Goldfield, Canada, Ltd. 








London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Mar ‘28. 

C. M, P. Syndisate, Ltd. 
Myrtle Mill, Ltd. 

J. B. Andrew & Co, Ltd. 


Tiffin (1905) Ltd. 

Collos Portland Cement Co, Ltd. 

Institute of Sanitary Engineers, Ltd. 

Westerham Steamship Co, Ltd. Hartley Bolton, Ltd 

Alston Rivers, Ltd. Pexton & Heaps, Ltd. 

Cinema » > tore Syndicate (Notting- Amble Timber & Saw Mill, Ltd. 
ham), Ltd 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day OF OLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Mar 17. 


ARTHUR, CRaDOC GEORGE, Llangibby, Mon, Farmer April 14 Waddington, Usk 

ASHMORE, THOMAS Ds ceeeee Rock, Worcester, Agricultural Labourer April 2 
Loft, Stourpor 

BARNES, THEODORE, t field, Middx April 16 -Gush & Uo, Finsbury cir 

BEREND, MICHEL, Paris, France Apri! 29 Paines & Co, St Helen's pl 

BLAKE, HENRIETTA, Belvedere rd, Upper Norwo.d April 5 Wrightwick & Gardner, 
Folkestone 

Brigos, GEORGE LANGLEY, Halton, Yorks April 10 Lupton & Fawcett, Leeds 

Brook, CLARA ELLEN, Upwey, Dorset April 25 B riase & Johnson, Brighton 

Brown, E..Len , Burnley Mar3l Unsworth & Wood. Wi-an 

CHILD, WILLIAM, Croydon, Surrey April 18 Hays & Co, Clement's In 

CoNINGHAM, WALTER, Durham ter, Bayswater April 15 Crosse & Sons, Lancaster pl 
8t 


Cops, THOMAS, jp. Cross Heath, nr Newcastle urder Lyme April 17 Slaney, New- 
castle, Staffs 

Corps, JOHN, Southampton April 20 Waller & Thornhack, Southampton 

DALTON, IN, HARRY, Skelmanthorpe, nr Huddersfield, Carbide Merchant April 24 Jack- 

Hud el 

Dawson, om, BENJAMIN CLAPHAM, Woneted Sp b hangs yy Yorks April 1 Elliott, Leeds 

DENBY, Joux, Baildon, Yorks, Worsted 8 "Manufacturer May 4 Weather- 
head & Knowles, Bingley 

DORNING, EmILy LonsHAW, a -th’-Height, nr Manchester April17 Hocking & 
Co, Manchester 

DoueLas, JOHN CHARLES EDWARD, Shanghai, Barrister-at-Law April 28 Radcliffes & 
Hood, Craven st 











DUFFELL, JOHN, Sheffield, Doctor of Music May1 J & L Clark, Smethwick 

Dyson, JoHN, Poole, Dorset Apri! 18 Trevanicn & Co, Bournemouth 

EDEN, ROBERT GERALD RopNRY, Sketty,Glam April 21 H.nson, Swansea 

ELLIS. EMMA CAROLINE, Shaldo», nr Teignmout April 21 Jones, Spital sq 

ENTWISTLE, ALFRED, Burnley, Twister April5 Halliwell & Halliwell. Darwen 

EWART, MARION, Gloucester terr, Hyde Pai'k April 29 Patersons & Co, Lincoln's inn 
flelds 

FISHER, JAMES, (iateshead Mar31 Carr, jun, Gateshead 

FoRD, JANE, Dibden, Hythe, Southampton April 17 Hallett & Martin, Southampton 

FRANCIS, THOMAS, Birmingham, Manufacturer April 25 Pinsent & Co, Birmingham 

GALE, HANNAH, Carlisle April 17 Clutterbuck & Co, Carlisle 

GALE, JOHANNA, Carlisle April 17 Clutterbuck & Co, Carlis'e 

GALE, MARGARET, Carlisle April 17 Clutterbuck & Co, Carlisle 

GALE, MARY, Carlisle April17 Clutterbuck & Co, Carlisle 

GRANT, ADA MARGARET, Isola di Capri, Italy May 15 Hepworth & Co, Coventry house, 
South pl 

GRIPPER, LOUISE, Lansdowne rd, Wimbledon April 20 Grundy & Co, Arundel st 

HASSELL, ROBERT, Clifton, Bristol May 31 Longmore & Co, Hertford 

HENNAH, CHRISTINA, Cheltenham April 8 Ticehursts & Co, Cheltenham 

Hi.u, Perer, Astiton in Makerfield, Lancs April 8 Taylor & Co, Wigrn 

HUCKWELL, GEORGE WILLIAM, Stanhope st, Regent's Park April 7 Rubinstein & Co, 
Raymond bldgs, Gray's inn 

HvGHES, JOSEPH SAMUEL, Manchester April 29 A & G W Fox, Manchester 

HULs¥, MARTHA, Winsford,Chester April 18 Cooke & Sons, Winsford 

IONIDES, AMBROSE CONSTANTINE, East Horsley, Surrey April 15 Stibbard &}Co, Lead- 
evhall st 

IRELAND, MARY ANN, Kenton, Devon April 14 Fricnd & Tarbet, Exeter 

JEWELL, EDWARD WILLIAM, Lee on the Solent, Hants April ‘9 Cousins & Burbidge, 
Portsmouth 

LANYON, Myra, Truro April 8 Carlyon & Hancock, Truro 

LIGHT, MARY ANNE, Newington green, Middix April 15 Roscoe &]:Hincks, 
Christopher st, Finsbury sq 

MACKENZIE, JOHN GRANT, Stanmore, Middlx Aprill4 James, Clement's in, Strand 

MAJOR, THOS Noon|TALFOURD, Thundersley, Essex April18 Witty, Old Jewry chmbrs 

MARGETTA, CHARLES BERKELEY, Huntingdon April 24 Mole & Co, Rei 

MARQUIS, ELLEN CONSTANCE, Whiteley rd, Upper Norwood April 27 Torr & Co, 
Bedford row 

NORTHCOTE, GEORGE BARONS Cove, Southampton May 1 Foster & Wells, Aldershot 

PARKER, PETER, Eaves, Woodplumpton, Lancs April15 Clarke & Son, Preston 

PARLANE, MARGARET CARRICK, Manchester April 28 Parkirson & Co, Manchester 

POLDING, MARY, Lymm, Chester April17 Preston, Manchester 

RAYMENT, MARY ANN, Kingsto”-on-Thames April 20 Winter & Co, Bedford rew 

ROBBINS, MARTHA LovuIsA, North Side, Clapham Common, April18 Bulcraig & Davis, 
Donington House, Norfolk s 

RUSSELL, JOHN, Manchester, Veterinary Surgeon April 27 Josiah Smith, Manchester 

SAMUEL, CAROLINE, Cariton hill, Upper Hamilton ter Aprill4 Elkin & Henriques, 
Salter’s Hall ct, Cannon st 

SCARVELL, ELEANOR JANE TOLLY, Littlehampton April 29 Gowing, Finsbury pymt 

SHEPPARD, THOMAS Leicester Apri 27 Harding & Barnett, Leicester 

SIMISTER, MARY, Manchester April 20 Hall & Co, Manchester 

Stmon-BARBOUX, Roger, Paris, France Aprill7 Slaughter & May, Austin Friars 

SPEIGHT, MARY, Liverpoo! April 29 Teebay & Lynch, Liverpool 

SMITH, HARRIETT, Barnsley April10 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

STEWART, Capt NORMAN SINCLAIR, Parkstone, Dorset April 29 Carter & Co, Bangor 

SUTTON, ANN, Everton, Liverpool, ‘Cowkeeper Aprii18 Garnett, Liverpool 








SWANSON, JOBN, Oxton, Birkenheai, Cotton Merchant Apil 15 Batesons & Co, 








Liverpool 

TAYLOR, Capt. ADRIAN AUBREY CHARLES, late Ist Royal Dublin Fusiliers Cairo April 17 
Johnson & Co, Walbrook 

TINSLEY, FREDERICK, Clapham, Be ford, Undertaker April 30 Porter, Bedford 

TUCKER, GEORGE NATHANIKL GOLDSMITH, Lordship rd, Stoke Newington Aprill4 
Griffith, 8t Bride's av, Fleet st 

VICARY, JAMES ANDREW, Bristol Aprili2 Jefferies & Son, Bristol 

WALDRON, FREDERICK, Walsall, Bookseller and Stationer Aprili65 Miller, Walsall 

WALKER, MARGARET, Liverpool April 20 Jones & Rees, Liverpool 

WALSH KATE ELIZABETH, Nottingham May 1 Clapham & Co, Devonshire sq 

WELLESLEY, Capt CYRIL GERALD VALERIAN, Worthenbury, Flint April30 Bertram, 
Sffolk st, Pall Mall East 

WES8T, SAMUEL, Reading April29 Brain & Briain, Reading 

WESTON, ~~ eee Hillmarton rd, Holloway April 30 Taylor & Co, Norfolk st, 
Strar 

WHITTMANN ,MARTHA, Fulham pl, Paddington April 15 Beckingsale & Co, Copthall av 

WILLIAMS, JOHN HENRY, Heathfield rd, South Croydon April 26 Hubbard & Co, 
Cannon st 

WILSON, ANNIE, Sheffield April19 Ragshawe & Co, Sheffield 

WINTERBOTTOM, ALICE, Redland, Bristol April12 Jefferies & Son, Bristo 

WOoORBoYs, GABRIEL, Bassingb yurn, Cambridge, Farmer April 25 Field £60, Lincoln's 
inn flelds 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Mar 21. 


BERESFORD, FLORENCE LINDA, Park In April 22 Bartlett & Gregory, New sq 

BRADLEY, ALFRED, Nottingham April 25 Browne & Co, Nottingham 

BURDETT, ETHEL MADOLINE, Washington, USA June 14 Redfern & Co, Dauntsey 
House, Frederick's pl, Old Jewry 

a VivYAN, Osnaburgh terr, Regents Park April15 Skelton & Younghouse 
fanchester 











THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOoOORGATE 


STrTRinaT, tLOnmvDowW, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 


LICENSES 


INSURANCE. 


SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICHNSING MATTERB. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent on 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 


BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


application. 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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Busrarp, THOMAS, Blackhorse ‘n, Walthamstow April 17 Brown, txeter 


CoLLins, DENNIS, Hale, Cheshire Apri 21 Moon, Manchester 

CRIGHTON, SPENCER, Brooklands, Chester April$S Parker & Co, Manchester 

DANBY, MARY KayY&, Redcliffe gdns, South Kensington April 92 Smith, Horsham 

Dean, Geornce Henry, Cheadle, Staffs, Butcher April20 Blagg & Co, Cheadle, Staffs 

Riston, MARIA, Torquay April 15 Friend & Tarbet , Exeter 

Emery Groras, Melbourne rd, Walthamstow, Merchant's Salesman April 19 Isaacs 
& Co, Basingha'! st 

FLINTOFF, BRANSBY, Hagwor!hingham, Lincs, Farmer April 25 Carniey, Alford Lincs 

Frost, DAVID, Doddington, Northampton April18 Heygate & James, Wellingborough 

Gaze, THOMAS PLEASANTS, Belvedere, Kent May 16 Stone, Pow's st. Wo lwich 

Comms, Ropert, Gosport, Hants April 283 Biake & Co, Portsmouth 

Goopa, Epona ANN, Brockdis:, Norfolk Mar 31 Burton & “on, Great Yarmouth 

Goopricu, Rev BARTLET Gores, Hardmead, Bucks April18 Wade &Co, Dunmow, 
Essex 

GUTHRIE, MARY ANN, Nottingham Aprill 

HAYWARD, BEATRICE ELLEN, Bugthorpe Vicarage, or York 
Manchester 

Hessey, Eviza, Priory Park rd, K burn April15 Friend & Tarbet, Exet-r 

HOWARTH, BETSY, Horwich, Lines April 29 Sale & Co, Manc hester 

HowARTH, JosePH, Horwich, Lance Arril29 Sale & Co, Manchester 

INGRAM, WILLIAM GeoroE, Victoria Park rd, South Hackney Aprill6 Randall & Son, 
Copthall bligs 

LAMPITT, CATHERINE, Mildmay, Middix April 25 Satchell & Co, King st, Cheapside 

Lortus, SOPHIA, lifrac:mbe Mayl Bond, Lower James st, Golden sq 

MEYER, FREDERICK, Wellingborough, Northampton April 18 Heygate & James, Wel- 
lingborough 

M'GRATH, PERCIVAL WAINMAN, Folkestone 

Moorkg, THOMAS, Richmond, Surrey April 29 

Mort, FRANK DELAMOTTE, Fenchurch st April 27 
Basinghall st 

MupGetTT, CHARLOTTE, Kingston-on-Thames 
Thames 

NAPIER, MARY ELISA, Oakley a!, Chelsea May 1 

NicHoL, Henry, Smithy Bridge, nr Rochdale April 20 Chadwick, Rochdale 

Nose, JAMBS, Sunderland Licen:ed Victualler May 1 Ritson & Hope, Sunderland 

OLIVER, WALTER VALENTINE, Chelverton rd, Putney Mayl1 Piesse & Sons, Old Jewry 
chmbrs 

PARKER, FRANKE FREEMAN. Pitchcombe, nr Stoud, Glos April 27 
approach, London Bridge 

PARKES, FRANCES, Erdington, Staffs April 20 J N & A E Cotterell, Walsall 

PAYNE, EMILY, Chilton, nr Ramsgate April 30 Curwen & Carter, Gray's inn sq 

PHILLIPS, JouN, Mytchett, nr Frimley, Surrey May 1 Foster & We'ls, Aldershot 

PorTEsR, MARY ANN, Skegness April 29 Taylor, Lincoln's ion fields 

POWELL, MARIA HARRIETT, Gwekclog, Mon April 10 Russill, Newport, Mon 

RANKIN, Sir JAMES, Bryngwyn, Hereford April29 Miles & Co, Theobald’s rd 

RIPLEY, EMILY HARRIET, St Petersburgh pl, Bayswater May 15 Ripley, 
bury cir 

Rosuars, Many, Barry rd, East Dulwich April 18 Freeman, Eastcheap 

SANSOM, ARTHUR Chiswick April 29 Johnstone & Williams, Nottingham 

SMARTT, WILLIAM FRANciIs, LRCSI, Bathford, nr Bath April 24 Glover & Son, 

SMITH, SUSAN BARCHAM, Norwich April30 Blythe, LL D, Norwich 

SUTCLIFF#, SUSAN, Milnrow, Lanes April20 Chadwick, Rochdale 

THORNE, Amy Eviza, Royston Park, Hatch End, Middix April 22 Biddle & Co, Alder- 


manbury 
Topp, RicHaxv Ress, Cardiff May 1 Morgan & Co, Cardiff 
May 18 Sole & Co, Aldermanbury 


ToLson, Epwarpd Jony, Bordeaux, France 
TOWELL, DUNCAN SILVESTER, New Maiden, Surrey April27 Rodyk & Oo, Alderman- 
h 


bury 

Warp, EstuHer, Scarborough April26 W & W 8 Drawbridge, Scarboroug 

Weisu, Jonun Davis, Aldin:ton, nr Hythe, Kent Aprill4 Kingsford & Co, Ashford 

WHITMORE, ANNIE, Gosport, Hants, April 23 Biake & Co, Portsmouth 

WIGGINTON, RospERT,Mariow, Bucks April 24 Clarke & Son, High Wycombe 

Woop, Ropert JosurH ASKEY, Manchester, Commission Agent April2i Hockin & Co, 
Manchester, 

WORRALL, Epwarp Norton, Sheffield, Towel Manufacturer Makinson & Co, 


Manchester 
Youso, MARY JANn#, Moreton Pinkney, Northants 


Simpson & Lee, Nottingham 


April29 Sale & Co, 


April 29 Pearce & Nicholls, Clement's inn 
Ody & Wilmot, Denmark hi!l, Camberwell 
7 Pothecary & Co, Gresham bidgs, 


April 29 Carter & Co, Kingston-on- 


Hargrove & Co, Victoria st 


Marsh, Railway 


Fins- 


Bath 


May 1 
April15 Speechly & Co, New sq 


Last DAY oF CLAIM. 
London G azette.—TUESDAY, Mar. 24, 


ALDERTON, ARTHUR, Willow st, Finsbury April 30 Mills, Bi hopsgate 

ALLMAYER, FREDERICA GOLDNER, Paris, France May1l Paines & Co, St Helen's pl 

ALVersToNE, Rt Hon RICHARD EveRaRp, Viscount, GCM }, Cranleigh, Surrey May 8 
Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry chmbrs 

ARWIDss0N, EMA, Kingston upon Hull 





April 28 Manley & Lowson, Hull 


BARNETT, RicHarRD Davip, York gdns, {‘Leybourne av, West Ealing, Butcher's Buyer 

April 25 Parfitt, Jobn st, Adelphi 

BLECH, —— SALLUST, Pall Mall April 25 Parker & Co, St Michael's Rectory 
Corohi : 

BOULTON, ALFRED HENRY, Brmingham, Publican Aprii 18 Shakespeare & Vernon, 
Birming' ham 

Brieut, WILLIAM SPENCER, Manchester st April 30 Pike & eres, Old Burlington st 

BRISTOW, WILLIAM EDWARD, Broadhinton rd,Clapham April 28 Bulcraig& Davia, 

Donington House, Norfolk st, Strand 

Bu EASES, REE, Palace mans, Addison Bridge May1 Russell & Co, Norfolk st, 
Stran 

BuOK, ELIZABETH. Crouch Esd April 20 Winter & Piowman. Basinghall st 

———- ALFRED HENRY, Underhill rd, East Dulwich, Insurance Ageat 

Lee & Co, Queen Victoria st 

CuARK, HENRY, Haringey pk, Crouch End May 1 G-rrish & Foster, College st 

CLUDERAY, JouN, Morecambe April 29 Freeman, Bradford 

Coogan, JOSEPH, Chorlton on Medlock, Manchester April 22 Aston & Co, Manchester 

CoopErR, HENRY, £astington, nr Stoneh , Glos, I April 22 Norris, Stroud 

CROUN, FREDERICKR WILLIAM, Bournemouth April 30 Trevanion & Co, Bournemouth 

CUNNINGHAM, Danson, Liverpool, Cotten Merchant May1l Gibbons & Co, Liverpoo! 

DANIEL, ARTHUR EDGCUMBE, Redditch, Worcester April8 Thomas, Redditch 

DUBERLY, GREY WILLIAM, St Neots, ‘Hunts April 30 Greenfield & Cracknall, Lan- 

caster p!, Strand 

FAULKE, ELIZA PARKER, Martham, Norfolk May6 Diver & Preston, Great Yarmouth 

FEARNSIDE-SPEED, RONALD NELS& ON DE DIgsKAU, Inglis rd, Ealing May 23 Hoskinz « 
Berkeley, Lincoln's inn fields 

FLETCHER, AMOS EDWARD, Rochester May1 Prall & Co, Rochester 

GEDLING, ‘Mary, Moresambe April27 Trenholme, Bradford 

GILBERT, Grorer, Great Yarmouth, Hippodrome Proprietor May 1 
& Jewsov, Norwich 

GLAV8, NOLAN, Holland Park av, Draper, JP Junel Evans & Co, Nicholas in 

HADFIELD, Rosk ANN, Tunbridge Wells May 3 Howlett & Clarke, Brighton 

aes Henry Luke Tite, Romsey, Hants April 24 Trower & Co, New sq, 
incoln’s inn 

HARRISON, HENRY MALCOLM, Colville ter, Bayswater April 30 Bilaiberg, Ironmonger In 

HAWTREY, WALTER, Lee, Kent May1 Morris & Bristow, Bedford row 

Hosss, JOSEPH, Kensington Park gdns, Barrister at Law April 29 Lydall & Sons, John 
st, Bedford row 
_ ANN, Elvendon rd, Palmer's Green April 24 Tatham & Co, Queen 

Legs, EDMUND JOHN, Penkridye, Staffs May1 Botteley & Sharp, Birmingham 

Lewis, Maj Ceci, HaLLowgs, ASC, Portsmouth June 30 Hallowes & Carter, Bedford 
row 

LITTLEWOOD, MARY ALICE, Shaw, nr Oldham April 29 Smith, Oldham 

MACKENZI£, Epwin JoHN LANDSEER, Branksome Park, Dorset May 81 A & H White, 
Great Marlborough st 

MAGNIER, JAMES VINCENT, Chertsey st, Tooting som 29 Young & Co, Ely pl 

MORGAN, James,Cardiff May 1 Morgan & Co, Cardiff 

NELLIS, Ro0GAR, Bist Molesey, Surrey, Grocer May 20 Tylee & Co, Essex st, Strand 

PEACOCK. THOMAS MATTHEW ERNEST, Patrick Brompton, Yorks April 1 Chapman & 
Wilkinson, Leyburn, Yorks 

PERKINS, RICHARD ORLANDO, Herne Bay, Kent April 24 
Apostle 

PooLk, ELIZA MARY, Avenue rd, Regent's Park April 21 
row 


May 1 





Cozens-Hardy 


Snow & Co, Great St Thomas 

Haines, John st, Bedford 
Pork, FREDERIC FRANCIS, Abingdon, Berks, Insurance Broker April30 Winterbotham 
meses ender Slansunen, Reigate April 3 Jenkinson & Co, Frederick's pl, Old 
a Se ALBERT, Enfield, Middlx 
sounopan, BERNARD HENRY, 


April 20 Vanderpump, Enfield 


Portsmouth April 27 Slaughter & May, Austin 
jars 

Scort, Joun GzorGEr, Newcastle upon Tyne, Railway Ticket Collector April 25 Layne 
Newcistle upon Tyne 

SHAW, Capt Hues James, East Chapel st, Middix May1 ae & Co, Goedliman st 

SHaw, Capt RayMonD Puasa, Folkestone May 1 Brooks & Co, Godliman st 

STEVENS, ee, Brookwood av, Barnes April 29 Pearce & Nicholls, Clement’s inn, 
Stran 

———., MARY ELSANOR, Galgate, Barnard Castle, Darham May 1 Young, South 
Shields 

TOMKINS, Capt Vicor, Wallington, Surrey April 30 Rivers & Milne, Gracechurch st 

WAINMAN, CHARLES D »NALD, Armley, Leeds, Grocer April20 Smith, Leeds 

WArTTs, MARY, and SARAH WATTs, Wye, Kent Mar3l Hallett & Co, Ashford, Kent 

Wess, — = Newark, Nottingham April 24 Gibson & Cv, Portugal st bidgs, 
Lincoln's inn 

WILKI&#, ELEANOR, Portiani pl April 29 Halligey & Co, Copthall av 

WooLr, FRANCES, Hove, Sussex April 22 Lewis & Lewis, Ely pl 








Pet Mari13 Ord Mar 13 
SUDBURY, ARTHUR ©, 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


Mar 17. 
ORDERS. 
BAWDEN, FREDERIC KemMPpTHORNE, Croydon, Ironmonger 


London Ga 
RECEIVING 


satie—_ ¥ , , 
zetie.—FRIDAY, WATFORD, WILLIAM, Rainw 


Derby Pet Mar 13 


Ird ¥ 
oa Pet Mari4 Ord Mar 14 —e eee 
Borg, BERTIE REGINALD, Cheltenham, Baker Cheltenham 

Pet Mari3 Ord Mar 18 
EARL, EDWIN, and SAMUEL COLMAN-SMITH, Hamsell st, 
Jewin st, Umbrella Manufactarers High Court Pet 
Maril Ord Mar 13 
Hicksy, Jossrn, Newtown, 
Ord Mar 15 
KyiontT, JAMES WILLIAM, South Wigston, Leicester 
Munition Worker Leicester Pet Mari4 Ord Mar 14 
LACBY, SAMUEL Davip, Iikley, Yorke, Hairdresser Leeds 
Pet Mar13 Ord Mar 13 
MORLEY, WALTER, Keighley, Yorks, Public Works Con- 
tractor Bradford Pet Mari13 Ord Mar 13 
OLIVE, JouN Bertiz, Coningsby, Lincs, Farmer Lincoln 
Pet Mar 13 Ord Mar 13 
Perpgek, ARTHUR James, Bradeley, Smallthorne, 
Coal Dealer Hanley Pet Febi5 Ord Mar 14 
RAMSAY, WILLIAM, Blackhill, Durham, Estate Agent New- 
cas’ le upon Tyne Pet Nov 27 Ord Mar l4 
Rees, WILLIAM HgxRy, Maesycwmmer, Mon, Provision 
Merchant New Mon Pet Mar 14 Ord Mar l4 
Riosy, THOMAS, Eiton Fold, Bury, Lancs, Carter Bolton 
Mari4 Ord Mar 4 
FRED, Low Green, Knottingley, Yorks Wakefield 
t Mar2 Ord Mar i3 
Rocers, EWART GLADSTONE, Licensed 
Victualler Luton 
TOOMER, HERBERT, Folkestene, 
Pet Feb7 Ord Mar 1s 


Mar 27at 11 182, York 
8.30 County Court bidga, 


Wigan Wigan Pet Mar 15 | DAVENPORT, GrorGE HENRY, 


Trent 


Jewin st, Umbrella Manuf 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Mar 30 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
Manager Mar 25 at 11 
Staffs, Preston 
Kyiont, JaMEs WILLIAM, 
Leicester 


MORLEY, WALTER, Keighiey, 
tractor Mar 25 at 11 
RO 
Northall, Backs, Driver Mar2satl2 Off Rec 

Pet Mar 13 Ord Mar 1 13 
Solicitor High Court 





Coal Merchant Mar 24 
Newcastle, Staffordshire 


STEPHENS, JoHN, Aberaman, Aberdare, Tailor 


Hollingbourne rd, Herne Hill 
Court Pet Nov 22 Ord Mar 13 


Ord Mar 13 
WHITAKER, JAMES, Duffield, Derby, 


BOYLE, BERTIE REGINALD, Cheltenham, Baker Mar 27 at | 


Mar 24 at 12.15 North Stafford Hotel, 


EARL, EDWIN and SAMUEL COLMAN-SMITH, Hamsell st, 


GOLDSTONE, Isaac, Manchester, Glass and China Dealer 


HORSFALL, ROBERT, Ansdeli, 


Munition Worker Mar 24at3 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, 


— ALEXANDER GUNN, Gloucester, Hotel Proprietor 
Mar 24at3 Bel) Hotel, ‘Gloucester 


oon Off Ree, 12, 
PEARCE, Enocu, Netherton, nr dogg 
PEPPER, ARTHUR JAMES, Bradelay, Samal 


Aberdare Mar 27 at 11 Off Rec 


High 


ROE, FreD, Knottingley, Yorks 
21, King st, Wakefield 
STEPHENS, JOHN, Aberaman, Aberdare, Tailor Mar 2 at 
10.30 Temperance Hall, Aberdare 

SUDBURY, ARTHUR C, Hollingbourne rd, Herne Hill Mar 
29at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

ToOMER, HERBERT, Folkestone, Solicitor Mar 29 at ll 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Collier | 
Pet | 


Nottingham 


Baker Derby 


orth, 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
BAWDEN, FREDERIC KEMPTHORNE, Croydon, Ironmonger 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


BAWDEN, FREDERIC KEMPTHORNE, Croydon, Ironmonger 
Croydon Pet Mari4 Ord Mar 14 

BLUMENTHAL, JEREMIAH, West Didsb 
yy a Agent Manchester 

ar 13 

BOYLE, BERTIE REGINALD, Siete, Baker Chelten- 
ham Pet Mar Ord Mar 1 

CAREW, THOMAS PALK, Calcutta, ‘india High Court Pet 
July 24 Ord Mar 14 

CARTWRIGHT, WALTER ROWLAND, Pall Mall 
Pet July 30 Ord Mar 14 

Cass, aces. Tewkesbury, Glos Cheltenham Pet Jan 

paween, NG Rye Albemarle st High Court Pet 
Sept1l Ord Mar 1 

EARL, Epwrs, and dawems COLMAN-SMITH, Hameell st, 
Jewin st, London, Um rella Manufacturers High 
Court Pet Mar 11 Ord Mar 18 

FELLOWES, ELIzaBEeTH, Prince of Wales rd, Battersea 

Duke st, Brad- Wandeweste a Jan € Ona ie 14 ob tie 

HICKEY, JosEPH, Newtown, Wigan et Mar 
not. Engine | ; Ord Mar 15 —_ 


diey | Hinton, EDWARD, Rathbone pl, Oxford st, Dairyman 
Staffs, High Court Pet Feb4 Ord Mar 15 
ing st, MoTCEine, MARGARE®, Neath, Glam Neath Pet Feb 2 


rd, Westminster Bridge rd | 


Cheltenham 
Wolstanton, Staffs, Plumber 
Stoke on 


+ 


y, Manch 
Pet Dec 31 Ord 





acturers Mar 24 at 12 Bank- 


Byrom st, Manchester High Court 
Lytham, Lancs, Brewery 
Off Rec, 13, Winckley st 


South Wigston, Leicester, 


Yorks, Public Works Con- 





at 11.30 Off Rec, 








ester 
oud 
uth 
pool 


hite, 


ustin 
ayne 


st 


inn, 


outh 


st 


Pet 


Court 








